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PREFACE. 


oO 


My purpose in the following pages has been to give such 
suggestions concerning the sounds, inflections, and syntax of the 
Latin language, as experience has shown are likely to prove of 
service to teachers and advanced students. In the former part of 
the work I have drawn freely upon the standard manuals of Seel- 
mann, Brugmann, Stolz, and Lindsay; in the syntax I wish to 
acknowledge my indebtedness not only to Delbriick’s recently 
published Vergletchende Syntax, but especially, for the moods, to 
the syntactical studies of Professor W. G. Hale, of the University 
of Chicago. 

For the kind criticism of friends who have read my manuscript 
and have followed the book through the press, I desire here 
to extend my thanks, especially to Professors H. C. Elmer and 
George P. Bristol of Cornell University, Professors George Hempl, 
Francis W. Kelsey, and John C. Rolfe, of the University of 
Michigan, and Professor Alfred Gudeman, of the University 
of Pennsylvania. The chapter on Relative Clauses is the work 


of Professor Elmer. 
C. E. B. 
ITHACA, July 18, 1895. 
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CHAPTER I. 
THE ALPHABET. 


1. 1x. The Latin alphabet is a development of that type of the 
Greek alphabet known as the Chalcidian. In the widest sense 
the term ‘ Chalcidian’ is applied to all the non-Ionic Greek alpha- 
bets ; in a narrower sense it designates the special alphabet of the 
Chalcidian colonies of lower Italy and Sicily. These colonies, 
settled originally from Chalcis in Euboea, date from very early 
times. Cumae, in fact, is said to have been founded as far back 
as 1050 B.c. But most of the Chalcidian settlements do not 
antedate the eighth century B.c. It was probably from the Cam- 
panian colonies of Cumae and Neapolis that some time in the sixth 
century B.c. the Chalcidian alphabet was introduced into Latium. 
Special peculiarities of this alphabet are the following : 

2. The character & was lacking, X was used as x, and Y (VV) 
as ch. Lambda, which in Ionic had the form A, took in Chal- 
cidian the form b, while Gamma (Attic [) was C. Besides K, 
another character for the 4-sound existed, viz. ?, called Koppa. 
For Rho, R was employed as well as P, the ordinary Attic form 
of that letter. 

In conformity with its Chalcidian origin the earliest Latin alpha- 
bet consisted of the following twenty-one characters: A B C 
(=g) DEF ZHIKYMNOPORSTVX. 

3- Of these characters, ) subsequently became L. C in course 
of time came to be used for K, which then disappeared except in 
a few words: Kalendae, Kaeso, Karthago. For the g-sound a 
new character, G, was invented, by appending a tag to the older C. 
But permanent traces of the original value of C as g, remained in 

I 


2 The Alphabet. 


the abbreviations C. for Gaius and Cz. for Gnaeus. The new 
character G took the place hitherto occupied by Z, which now 
disappeared. ‘These changes are ascribed, with some degree of 
probability, to Appius Claudius, Censor 312 B.c. [7 was at first 
open as in Greek, but subsequently became P. 

The Greek alphabet had no character to represent the sound 
of f, but the Greek Digamma (F) represented a closely related 
sound, v. This F, combined with H (apparently to indicate the 
voiceless character of the sound, as opposed to that of the Greek 
Digamma), was introduced into the early Italian alphabets to 
designate the sound of 7 An example is FHEFHAKED 
(= fefaced, i.e. fecit), in the earliest extant Latin inscription, 
CIL. xiv. 4123. Later, the H was discarded and F used 
alone. 

4. The Greek letters © (6), O (¢), and Y Y (x), being 
aspirates, represented sounds which did not originally exist in the 
Latin language. These characters were accordingly introduced 
as numerals, © as 100, () as 1000, W as 50. Subsequently © 
became G, and finally C. This last form resulted perhaps from 
associating the character with the initial letter of centum. (Q be- 
came first M, and later M, a change facilitated probably by asso- 
ciation with the initial letter of m/e. 

The half of @, wz. D, was used’ to designate 500. YW (50) 
became successively J, L, and L. 

5. In Cicero’s day Y and Z were introduced for the translitera- 
tion of Greek words containing v or {. Previously Greek v had 
been transliterated by #, and ¢ by s (initial), ss (medial), as, 
Olumpio, sona (Cwvn), atticisso (dtrixilw). 

The Emperor Claudius proposed the introduction of three new 
characters, 4 to represent v (#.e. our w), ) (Antisigma) for ps, 
and + to represent the middle sound between # and 7, as seen 
in optumus, optimus, etc. These characters were employed in 
some inscriptions of Claudius’s reign, but gained no further 
recognition. 
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On the alphabet in general, see KIRCHHOFF, Studien zur Geschichte des Grie- 
chischen Alphabets. 4th ed. Berlin, 1887. 

LinDsAY, Latin Language. Clarendon Press. Oxford, 1894. p. 1 ff. 

Encyclopaedia Britannica, Article Alphabet. 

JouHNson’s Encyclopaedia, Article Alphabet. 


2. In writing 7 in the Grammar to represent the Latin 7-con- 
sonans, reference has been had mainly to practical considerations. 
Typographical distinction of the vowel and consonant sounds of 7 
is absolutely essential to enable the pupil to tell them apart. 
Where 7 is written for both sounds there is nothing to show the 
student that @0 is ao, that aiunt is Gunt, or that Gaius is 
Ga-i-us. Moreover, it is still usual to distinguish between the 
vowel and consonant w, by writing w for the former, and v for 
the latter. The two cases are perfectly parallel. See Deecke, 
Lrlauterungen zur lateinischen Schulgrammatk, p. 8, Zusatz 2. 


CHAPTER II. 
PRONUNCIATION. 


3. Sources of Information. — Our sources of knowledge con- 
cerning the ancient pronunciation of Latin are the following : 

a) Statements of Roman writers. — Much has been left by the 
Roman grammarians on the subject of pronunciation, — far more 
in fact than is commonly supposed. The remains of the gram- 
matical writers as collected and edited by Keil under the title 
Grammatct Latini (Leipzig, 1855-1880) fill eight large quarto 
volumes. These writers cover the entire field of grammar, and 
most of them devote more or less space to a systematic consider- 
ation of the sounds of the letters. As representative writers on 
this subject may be cited: Terentianus Maurus (fl. 185 a.p.), 
author of a work entitled de Litteris, Sylabis, Metris; Marius 
Victorinus (fl. 350 A.D.) ; Martianus Capella (fourth or fifth cen- 
tury A.D.; not in Keil’s collection) ; Priscian (fl. 500 a.p.), author 
of the Justttutionum Grammatcarum Libri xvitt. Even the 
classical writers have often contributed valuable bits of infor- 
mation, notably Varro in his de Lingua Latina, Cicero in his 
rhetorical works, Quintilian in his /zstitutio Oratoria, and Aulus 
Gellius in his Voctes Attcae. 

6) Asecond important source of evidence is found in inscrip- 
tions. The total body of these is very great. The Corpus 
Inscriptionum Latinarum, in process of publication since 1863, 
consists already of fifteen large folio volumes, some of them in 
several parts, and is not yet completed. These inscriptions dis- 
close many peculiarities of orthography which are exceedingly 
instructive for the pronunciation. ‘Thus such spellings as vrps, 
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PLEPS, by the side of vRBS, PLEBS, clearly indicate the assimilation 
of 4 to p before s. Even the blunders of the stone-cutters often 
give us valuable clues, as, for example, the spelling aAcLETARVM for 
ATHLETARVM, which shows that the / was practically a ¢; other- 
wise we could not account for its confusion with c. See § 31. 

c) Greek transliterations of Latin words constitute a third 
source of knowledge. Not only Greek writers (especially the 
historians of Roman affairs), but also Greek inscriptions afford 
us abundant evidence of this kind. Thus the Greek Krxépwy 
(Cicero) furnishes support for the 4-sound of Latin ¢; while 
Acovia, and Otadevria bear similarly upon the w-sound of Latin z. 
The inscriptions are naturally much more trustworthy guides in 
this matter than our texts of the Greek authors, for we can never 
be certain that the Mss. have not undergone alterations in the 
process of transmission to modern times. 

ad) The Romance languages also, within limits, may be utilized 
in determining the sounds of Latin. See Grober’s Grundriss der 
Romanischen Philologie, Vol. 1., Strassburg, 1888 ; W. Meyer-Liibke, 
Grammatk der Romanischen Sprachen, Vol. 1., Leipzig, 1890. 

¢) The sound-changes of Latin itself, as analyzed by etymologi- 
cal investigation. Modern scholars, particularly in the last forty 
years, have done much to promote the scientific study of Latin 
sounds and forms, and, while much remains to be done, the 
ultimate solution of many problems has already been reached. 
As representative works in this field may be cited : 


CorssEen, W. Aussprache, Vokalismus und Betonung der Latetnischen 
Sprache. 2 vols, 2d ed. Leipzig, 1868; 1870. This work has been 
largely superseded by more recent publications, but is still valuable for 
its collections of material. 

BRUGMANN, K. Grundriss der Vergleichenden Grammatik der Indogerma- 
nischen Sprachen. Vol.1. Strassburg, 1886.1 


1 English translation under the title: Elements of Comparative Grammar 
of the Indo-Germanic Languages. Strassburg, 1887. A second edition of 
Vol. I. of the Grundriss is in preparation. 
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STo.z, F. Latetnische Grammatik in MULLER’S Handbuch der Klassischen 
Altertumswissenschaft. Vol. II. 2d ed. Nérdlingen, 1889. 

Stouz, F. Lautlehre der Latetnischen Sprache. Leipzig, 1894. 

Linpsay, W. M. Zhe Latin Language. Oxford, Clarendon Press, 1894. 
An admirable summary of the latest researches. . 


As special works on pronunciation alone may be cited : 


SEELMANN, E, Die Aussprache des Latein. Weilbronn, 1885. The most 
important work on the subject yet published. 

Rosy, H. J. Latin Grammar. Vol.1., 4th ed. pp. xxx-xc. London, 1881. 

ELLIs, ALEXANDER. Zhe Quantitative Pronunciation of Latin. London, 
1874. A discussion of special problems. 


See also the chapter on ‘ Pronunciation’ in the work of Lindsay 
above cited. 


SUMMARY OF THE EVIDENCE. 
THE VOWELS. 


4. a. The consensus of the Romance languages indicates clearly 
that @ was pronounced substantially as in English father. In the 
absence of any specific evidence to the contrary, we may safely 
believe that @ had the same sound guahtatvely,; in quantity, of 
course, it was less prolonged. 


5. e. Long e was probably close, z.e. spoken with the lips rela- 
tively closed. Cf such inscriptional spellings as PLEIBES, LEIGIBVS 
(Brugmann, Grundriss, i. § 73). Short e was ofen, t.e. spoken 
with the lips relatively open. These differences in the pronuncia- 
tion of @ and @ are confirmed by the testimony of the gramma- 
rians, ¢.g. Marius Victorinus (Keil, vi. 33. 3) ; Servius (Keil, iv. 
421.17); Pompeius (Keil, v. 102. 4). The Romance languages 
also, though they have lost the original quantitative distinctions 
of the Latin, have preserved with great fidelity the qualitative 
distinctions of the close and open ¢. See § 36.5. It is to be 
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noted that the relation between Latin @ and é stands in marked 
contrast with the relation existing between Greek » and e. In 
Greek it was the long e-sound (7) that was open; e was close. 
It should further be observed that in our normal English speech 
it is unusual and difficult to pronounce a pure @. We regularly 
add an ?-sound, and pronounce a diphthong, 4, e.g. in /fa/a/, 
paper, ete. 


6. i. 1. Long # was probably somewhat more open than Eng- 
lish ¢ in machine (Brugmann, Grundriss,i. § 41 ; Stolz, Lateinische 
Grammatk, § 32). The evidence for this is found in the occur- 
rence of ¢7 in inscriptions as a graphical variation of 2, ¢.g. AVDEIRE, 
CIL. 1. 196; VEIVOS; FAXSEIS. Short ¢ was also probably an open 
sound, as suggested by its occasional representation in inscriptions 
by 2, ¢.g. TEMPESTATEBVS {= -idus). 

2. Before the labials A, 4,7, m, an earlier # changed to 7 in 
many words at about the close of the Republican period. Exam- 
ples are: 


recupero reciperd 
lubidd libido 

pontufex pontifex 
lacruma lacrima 


maxumus, optumus, etc. maximus, optimus. 


Quintilian, i. 7. 21, tells us that Julius Caesar was said to have 
been the first to introduce the new orthography. Inscriptions, 
however, show the occasional use of ¢ for # before his time. In 
i. 4. 8 Quintilian further states that the sound was intermediate 
between z and w. The Emperor Claudius, it will be remembered, 
endeavored to secure recognition for a special character (+) to 
represent this intermediate sound, which probably was approxi- 
mately that of French w, German #. This view gains support 
from the occasional employment of y for 7 in words of the cate- 
gory under discussion, ¢.g. CONTYBERNALIS CIL. ix. 2608 ; ILLACRY- 
MANT. This y had the sound of # See below under y. 
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7. 0. Long o was close, t.e. nearer the #-sound; short 0 was 
relatively open, that is, nearer the a-sound. This is clearly indi- 
cated by the descriptions of the sound as given by the Roman 
grammarians, ¢.g. Terentianus Maurus (Keil, vi. 329. 130-134) ; 
Marius Victorinus (Keil, vi. 33. 3-8); Servius (Keil, vi. 421. 
17-19) ; it is further confirmed by the testimony of the Romance 
languages, which, as in case of ¢ (see above), have faithfully pre- 
served the qualitative character of Latin 0 and 0, while they have 
lost the original quantitative distinction. See § 36. 5. 

Short o should never be pronounced like English d in hoJ, “op, 
rock, not, etc. English 6 in these words really has a short a-sound. 
Latin d was a genuine o-sound. English dey and melody well 
exemplify it. 


8. u. Short ~ was relatively more open than #, as is shown by 
the frequency with which Latin inscriptions show ¢ for #, as 
' ERODITVS, SECONDVS, NOMERO. The Romance languages also have 
o for Latin #, as Italian Jova (dipus) ; sovra (super) ; ove (ubz), 
eve. 


9. y. In conformity with its origin, Latin y (= Greek v; see. 
§ 1.5) had the sound of French w, German #. Cf. Quintilian, 
xii. 10. 27, who mentions the sound as different from any existent 
in native Latin words. See Blass, Pronunciation of Greek, § 12. 


THE DIPHTHONGS. 


10. ae. 1. The original form of this diphthong was az, a spell- 
ing which prevailed till about 100 B.c., ¢.g. AIDILIS, QVAIRATIS 
in the Scipio inscriptions (CIL. i. 32. 34). The sound was a 
genuine diphthong (that of a7 in English asd), and continued 
such throughout the classical period. Cf the use of a in Greek 
transliteration of Latin words, ¢.g. mpatrop, Kaicap. Terentius 
Scaurus (first half of second century a.D.) bears testimony to the 
diphthongal character of the sound, when he says (Keil, vii. 16. 9), 
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a propos of the orthography, that ae is a more accurate designation 
than az, as the second element is an e-sound. This difference 
between az and ae, though a real and perceptible one, was prob- 
ably not very great. 

2. By the fourth century a.p., however, ae had altered its 
character and had become a monophthong. This change had 
begun in the first century a.D., or even earlier. It originated 
probably in the rustic and provincial speech, but did not become 
general till late. Conclusive evidence of the new pronunciation 
is found in the frequent occurrence in inscriptions of such spell- 
ings as CESAR, HEC (= Aaec), QVESTOR, ¢¢¢. But this orthography 
does not become frequent till after 300 a.p. See Seelmann, 
Aussprache des Latein, p. 224 f. 


11. oe. The earlier form of oe was of. But of regularly de- 
veloped to #, e.g. “tts for earlier ots; unus for oinos. Ina 
few words of resisted this change and became later ve, e.g. moenia 
(yet minio), foedus, etc. The sound was a genuine diphthong 
throughout the classical period. In the vulgar language we find 
traces of a monophthongal pronunciation in the third and fourth 
centuries A.D., a change which ultimately became prevalent. The 
evidence tends to show that ae, oe, and e in the late centuries 
became extremely similar in sound, a fact which gives us the key 
to the hopeless confusion of spelling in our mediaeval Mss. of the 
Latin writers. Thus we find cac/um written as coelum, a spelling 
doubtless suggested in part by its fancied derivation from the 
Greek xotAos ‘hollow’; céva, ‘dinner,’ appears variously as caena, 
and coena, the latter spelling being perhaps a result of association 
with Greek xowos ‘common,’ 7.e. ‘the common meal’; zé, the 
asseverative particle, is often written ae, probably another instance 
of Greek influence. Cf. vat, ‘verily.’ Other instances of con- 
fusion are cerimonia for caerimonia,; cemeterium for coemeterium 
(Gr. xotpyrypiov) ; moestus for maestus; foemina for femina; 
caetert for cétert (probably owing to the influence of Gr. xat érepor) ; 
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coelebs for caelebs; coecus for caecus. Some of these false forms 
are unfortunately still printed in our texts of the classical writers. 


12. au was a true diphthong, pronounced like Eng. ow in 
how. Cf. Greek transliterations of Latin proper names such as 
TlaovAXivyn (Paulina), Paoorivos (Faustinus). 


13. eu appears in Latin in only a few words, and in these is of 
secondary origin. Primitive Latin ew early became oz, whence 4%. 
The chief Latin words that have ew are: ceu, neu, seu, neuter, 
neutiquam, neutiqgue, heu. ‘The combination appears also in 
numerous proper names borrowed from the Greek, eg. Europa, 
Teucer. In all these the sound was that of a genuine diphthong, 
t.¢. an e-sound quickly followed by an w-sound, both being uttered 
under one stress. 


14. ui appears to have been a genuine diphthong in cuz, hutc, 
and hui (the interjection). In the first two of these words wi was 
certainly of secondary origin. Quintilian tells us (i. 7. 27) that 
in his boyhood (about 50 A.D.) gzoz was still in use, and that its 
pronunciation was substantially identical with that of guz (the 
Nom.). Some scholars have accordingly inferred that gui and cud 
were simply graphically distinct, being alike in pronunciation. 
Consistently with this view they regard the w in cui as = v, and 
mark the ¢ long, wz. cui. But if the facts were thus, we should 
expect cz, when resolved into two syllables in verse by metrical 
license, to be an iambus (uv —). Such is not the case. On the 
other hand, we find it appearing as a pyrrhic (uv uv), and that, 
too, at just about the time when, if we may credit Quintilian, cuz 
began to supersede guot, wiz. soon after 50 A.D. Apparently the 
earliest instance of the resolution mentioned is in Seneca, 7roades 
852 ciicumque (55 A.D.?). Subsequently in Martial and Juvenal 
such resolutions are frequent. See Neue, Formenlehre der 
Lateinischen Sprache, 34 ed., ii, p. 454. Very late writers (e.g. 
Prudentius, 400 A.D., Venantius Fortunatus, 600 a.p.), it is true, 
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sometimes have ¢z#z in verse, but there is apparently no trace of 
any such resolution in the early centuries of the Empire. The z 
of cuz would therefore seem to have been short, and to have 
blended with the w to produce a diphthong. It must, of course, 
be conceded that the pronunciation of czz could not have been 
widely different from guz, yet it must have been sufficiently so to 
keep the two words distinctly separate in Roman speech, a view 
which receives the very strongest confirmation in the fact that the 
modern Italian has cz as the descendant of Latin gui, but cui 
(with diphthongal wz’) as the descendant of Latin cud. 


THE CONSONANTS. 
THE SEMIVOWELS, 7, v. 


15. J. 1. 7 (Seelmann, Aussprache des Latein, p. 231 ff.) was 
like our y in yes. Evidences: 

a) A single character (1!) sufficed with the Romans to indicate 
both the vowel ¢ and the consonant 7 (7 consonans). ‘This would 
indicate a close proximity in sound between # and /, a proximity 
manifestly existing if Latin 7 was English y. C/, for example, 
English .Vew York with a hypothetical Mew S-ork. In any 
English word the vowel z may easily be made to pass into the 
semivowel y by energetically stressing either the preceding or the 
following vowel. 

6) The Roman grammarians nowhere suggest any essential 
difference in sound between the vowel and consonant functions of 
the character I, as they almost certainly would have done had the 
consonant been other than the corresponding semivowel. On the 
other hand, the grammarians repeatedly suggest a close proximity 
in the pronunciation of 7 and 7, Thus Nigidius Figulus is cited 
by Gellius (WVoctes Attcae xix. 14. 6) as warning against the 
conception that | in Iam, IEcvr, Iocvs is a vowel. Such a 
warning can have no meaning whatever, except upon the assump- 
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tion that the sound of 7 was very close to that of ¢, ¢.e. was the 
semivowel y. C/. Quintilian i. 4. ro. 

c) In the poets, 7, when followed by another vowel, often 
becomes consonantal, uniting with the preceding consonant to 
make position ; ¢.g. abiets, parietem, ariete become aljetis, par- 
jetem, arjete. In these cases the consonant sound can have been 
none other than that of the semivowel y. Cf also nunciam 
(trisyllabic), compounded of aunc and jam, eam, compounded 
of ef and jam. 

d@d) Greek transliterations of Latin words employ ¢ as the near- 
est equivalent of Latin /, ¢.g. IovAvos (= Julius). 

2. In the last centuries of the Empire 7 seems to have 
progressed, at least in the vulgar speech, to a genuine spirant, 
probably similar in sound to that of z in the English word azure. 
Thus in late inscriptions (from the third century on) we find such 
spellings as ZEsu (=/Jesuz), ZUNIOR (= junior), suUSTUS (=justus), 
GIovE (= Jove). Cf. Seelmann, Aussprache des Latein, p. 239. 

3. Intervocalic 7 had a tendency to develop an #-glide before it, 
which was sometimes expressed in writing. Inscriptions show 
MAIIOR, PomPElIvs. According to Quintilian 1. 4. 11, Cicero wrote 
Allo, MAIIA. 


16. 1. V. Visa labial semivowel, with the sound of English 
w. It corresponds to the vowel w, just as 7 corresponds to the 
vowel 2. - 

The evidences : 

a) A single character (V) sufficed with the Romans to indi- 
cate the vowel w (uz vocals) and the consonant w (u consonans). 
This indicates a close proximity in sound between w and v,—a 
proximity which manifestly existed, if Latin » was English w. 
For the vowel w naturally passes into w before a vowel whenever 
either the preceding or following syllable is energetically stressed. 
For example, /enuia easily becomes /exvia, and must frequently 
be so read in verse. 
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6) The Roman grammarians (at least down to the close of the 
first century A.D.) nowhere suggest any essential difference in 
sound between the vowel and consonant functions of the charac- 
ter V, no more than in the case of the analogous |. On the other 
hand, just as in the case of |, they repeatedly suggest that # and 
v were very similar. Thus Nigidius Figulus, cited above in con- 
nection with the discussion of 7, observes in the same passage 
(Gellius xix. 14. 6) that initial V in VaLerivs, VoLvsivs, is not a 
vowel, an observation which would be pointless unless the sound 
of w had been closely similar to that of w, z.e. had been that of w. 
Quintilian in i. 4. 10 gives a similar warning. 

c) The same Nigidius Figulus (Gellius x. 4. 4) says that in pro- 
nouncing vos we thrust out the edges of our lips, which conforms 
physiologically to the pronunciation of 7 as English w. 

ad) The Greek ordinarily transliterates Latin v by means of ov, 
as Ovoré€ptos (Valerius), Oitorckol ( Volsct), Avovia (Livia). 

e) Uand v often interchange in the same words. Thus early 
Latin /@-ru-a (e.g. Plautus Captivi 598) appears later as a dis- 
syllable, /a@vva. Similarly m-/u-os appears later as milvus. In 
verse, si/va occurs repeatedly as si-/u-a, e.g. Horace, Odes i. 23. 4. 
On the other hand, fenuis, puella, etc., often appear as fenvis, puella, 
etc. This interchange is conceivable only upon the supposition 
that the vowel and consonant sounds were closely akin. Cf also 
Velius Longus (close of the first century a.p.) in Keil vii. 75. 10, 
to the effect that a-cu-am, ‘I shall sharpen,’ and aguam, ‘water’ 
(where gz is simply the traditional inconsistent spelling for gz), 
were liable to confusion in his day. Caesellius (see Seelmann, 
Aussprache des Latein, p. 234) cannot say whether /enuzs is a dis- 
syllable or a trisyllable; while in the Romance languages we 
sometimes find doublets pointing to parallel Latin forms, one with 
u vocals, another with w consonans, e.g. Old French feneve (repre- 
senting a Latin 4-mu-1s) and ‘enve (representing a Latin fen-w5). 
Italian soave points to the existence of a Latin sz-a-vis by the side 
of sua- (4.e. sva-) vis. Cf. Seelmann, p. 234. 
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J) The phonetic changes incident to word-formation also point 
in the direction of the w-sound of v. Thus from faveo (root fav-) 
we get fau-tor (for */av-tor); from /avo (root /av-) we get /au-tus 
(for */av-tus). In such cases the semivowel v naturally becomes 
the vowel # and combines with the preceding vowel to form a 
diphthong. Had wv been a spirant, either labio-dental, like our 
English v, or bilabial, it would naturally have become / before ¢# 
in the foregoing examples. C/, for example, our English haf # 
(colloquial) for hav(e) vo. 

g) The contracted verb-forms, such as amasfi for amavisfi, 
delestt for delevisti, audisti for audivisti, commossem for commo- 
vissem, all point to a semi-vocalic sound for v, since this sound 
easily disappears between vowels in an unstressed syllable. C/ 
English Hawarden, pronounced Harden; toward, pronounced 
ford. 

The evidence given under /) and g) holds, of course, only for 
the formative period of the language ; but it is valuable as cor- 
roborative testimony. For Latin v is all the more likely to have 
been a semivowel in the historical period, if it was such imme- 
diately anterior to that period. 

Ah) Several anecdotes found among ancient writers give further 
confirmation of the similarity in sound of z and v. Thus Cicero 
(de Divinatione ii. 84) relates that, when Marcus Crassus was 
preparing to set sail from Brundisium on his ill-fated expedition to 
the East, he heard a vender of figs on the street cry out Cauneas, 
really the name of a variety of figs, but which Cicero suggests 
was intended by the gods as a warning to Crassus, wz. cav(e) 
n(é) eas, don't go. 

2. While the above evidence may be accepted as fairly con- 
clusive for the pronunciation of Lat. v as w in the best period, 
indications are not wanting that it had begun to change to a 
spirant sound before the period of the decline. The earliest 
testimony on this point is that of Velius Longus (close of the first 
century A.D.), who speaks of v as having a certain aspivano, e.g. in 
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valent, primitivo (Keil vii. 58.17). This reference to aspirano 
hints at the development of wv from its earlier value as a bilabial 
semivowel to a bilabial spirant, somewhat similar to our English 2, 
except that our z is labio-dental. This view is confirmed by the 
fact that, beginning with the second century a.D., we note that v 
is confused with 4, which had also become a bilabial spirant at 
this period. This confusion, which increases as time goes on, 
reaches its height in the third century a.p. Examples are: 
BIGINTI (= viginf?) ; VENE (= dene); Favio (= Fadio). 

3. Some scholars have sought further confirmation of the 
spirant character for the period referred- to (100 A.D. and after- 
wards) in the use of Greek 8 as a transliteration of Latin z. 
Beginning with about 100 a.D., we find B frequently employed in 
Greek inscriptions in place of earlier ov for such transliterations, 
e.g. kovBevtos (conventus) ; Bépva (verna) ; KadPetvos (Calvinus). 
Similarly our text of Plutarch (about roo a.D.) usually has B in 
Latin words (e.g. Badéptos, Béevous = Venus) where earlier Greek 
writers mostly employed ov. Now it is claimed (cf Blass, Pro- 
nunciation of Greek, p.109) that Greek B at this time (beginning 
of the second century a.p.) had become a bilabial spirant. How- 
ever this may be, little support would be gained from that fact for 
the pronunciation of Latin v. For while it is true that the use of 
B for v assumes great frequency from 100 A.D., yet the earlier spell- 
ing ov still remains the predominant one. Eckinger, Orthographie 
Lateinischer Worter in Griechischen Inschriften, p. 87, gives 234 
instances of ov as against 100 of @ in Greek inscriptions of the 
second century a.D., while often the same inscription exhibits both 
spellings. Moreover, occasional instances of 8 =v occur as early 
as the last years of the Republic. Eckinger, p. 87, cites five 
examples from the first century B.c., and twenty-one from the first 
century A.D. The facts seem to indicate that the Latin sound was 
not adequately represented by either ov or 8; consequently no 
permanent equivalent was ever adopted. It is, therefore, perfectly 
conceivable that Latin v should have been transliterated by Greek 
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8B, even at a time when the latter sound had not progressed to its 
spirant stage. In fact, it is quite possible that the confusion in 
Latin itself, which resulted in writing J for v, may have contributed 
to the increasing frequency in the employment of 8 as against 
earlier ov in Greek transliterations of Latin words. The two 
phenomena coincide so accurately in time that the connection 
suggested becomes extremely probable. 

Even if Greek 8 had by 100 a.p. become a bilabial spirant (as 
it certainly did ultimately), yet this would not necessarily prove 
anything for the pronunciation of Latin v. For the bilabial spirant 
is very easily confused with the semivowel. Thus the dialectal 
pronunciation of German Wein, Winter with an initial bilabial 
spirant easily deceives American and English travellers, to whom 
this sound is not familiar, and produces the impression that an 
English w is pronounced. The evidence of the Greek, therefore, 
is purely negative, and while it seems probable, as already indi- 
cated, that Latin v at about the beginning of the second century 
A.D. had begun to become a bilabial spirant, this conclusion rests 
upon other grounds than the evidence of Greek transliterations. 

4. Gothic and Anglo-Saxon loan-words have been thought by 
some to confirm the w-sound of Latin zv, but without reason. 
Gothic and Anglo-Saxon w, it is true, appears regularly as the 
representative of w in words borrowed from the Latin, ¢.g. Gothic 
wein, ‘wine’ (Lat. vinum) ; aiwaggeli,‘ gospel’ (Lat. evangelium) ; 
Anglo-Saxon wead/, ‘wall’ (Lat. vallum); -wie ‘town’ (Lat. 
vicus). But here again it is not only possible but extremely 
probable that the Gothic and Anglo-Saxon gave only an approxi- 
mate representation of the Latin sound. Gothic could hardly 
have borrowed from the Latin before the fourth century, Anglo- 
Saxon not before the fifth, and it has been shown above that at 
this period Latin v had already become a bilabial spirant. 

s. Others have cited Claudius’s attempted introduction of 4 
for v as an indication that v, as early as Claudius’s day (50 a.D.), 
had progressed beyond the semivocalic stage. Claudius, it is 
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urged, while suggesting the employment of a new character for 
u consonans (v), did not suggest a new character for ¢ consonans 
(7). Hence it is claimed that the relation of v to z, at this time, 
must have been different from that of 7 to 7; as 7 was a semivowel, 
v, it is claimed, could have been nothing less than a spirant. But 
these conclusions would be valid only upon the assumption that 
Claudius was a competent phonetic observer, and was not acting 
from mere caprice. Neither of these assumptions would be safe. 
Moreover, there is no other indication that wv had progressed 
beyond its value as a semivowel as early as Claudius’s day. 

6. It may be added in conclusion that the development of 
Latin v was not complete even when the sound had passed from 
that of a semivowel to that of a bilabial spirant. Later still (fifth 
or sixth century A.D.?) the bilabial spirant became a labio-dental 
spirant (Eng. v), and with that value passed into the Romance 
languages, — French, Italian, e¢c. 
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17. L seems to have been pronounced differently, according to 
its position in a word. No fewer than three different sounds of 
the letter were recognized by Pliny the Elder, as cited by Priscian 
(Keil ii. 29. 9), vzz., 1) an exis sonus, as in the second Z of ¢lle, 
Metellus; 2) a pinguis sonus, after a mute or at the end of a word 
or syllable, as in clarus, sol, silva; 3) a medius sonus, viz. when 
initial, as in 4ecfus. Just what the differences were which were 
involved in these three modes of articulation cannot now be deter- 
mined. Lindsay (Latin Language, p. 90) thinks that Pliny’s 
exilis sonus and medius sonus were our normal English 4, as is the 
case in the Italian descendants of the Latin words cited by Pliny. 
The pinguis sonus, Lindsay suggests, consisted in an /-glide pre- 
ceding or following the 7 itself, e.g. a'/ter, cl’arus. The basis for 
this view he finds in the Romance development of this 7 pingue ; 
e.g. clarus becomes Italian chiaro; flumen becomes fiume, alter 
becomes French azive. 


18 Pronunctation. 


18. R was trilled with the tip of the tongue, as is clearly 
described by Terentianus Maurus (Keil, vi. 332. 238 f.) and 
Marius Victorinus (Keil, vi. 34. 15). The name “ira canina, 
given to ry as early as Lucilius (ix. 29, M.) agrees excellently with 
the enunciation attributed to the letter. 
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19. M. Initial and medial m probably had the sound of normal 
English m. As regards final m, the true pronunciation can prob- 
ably never be satisfactorily determined. When the following word 
began with a vowel, final # was only imperfectly uttered. C/ 
Quintilian, ix. 4. 40: ‘When » is final and comes in contact with 
the initial vowel of the following word so that it can pass over to 
the latter, though it is written, yet it is only slightly uttered, as in 
multum tlle, quantum erat, so as to give the sound of a new letter, 
as it were. For it does not absolutely vanish, but is obscured, 
and is a sort of sign that the two vowels do not become merged.’ 
In ix. 4. 39 Quintilian tells us that Cato the Elder wrote ace for 
diem, evidently in recognition of the vanishing value of the final 
nasal. Velius Longus also tells us (Keil, vii. 80, 12 ff.) that Verrius 
Flaccus, who lived under Augustus, proposed a mutilated M, vz. M, 
to indicate the sound of final # before an initial vowel. Seelmann 
(Aussprache des Latein, p. 356), following the above statement 
of Quintilian, defines the sound in question as a ‘bilabial nasal 
spirant with partial closure.’ This seems a just statement. Cf 
also Lindsay, Latin Language, p. 62. Evidently the sound must 
have been quite inconsiderable, as it did not interfere with the 
slurring of final syllables in -# with a following initial vowel, as is 
abundantly shown in poetry by the frequency of elision. Ellis 
(Quantitative Pronunciation of Latin, p. 60 ff., especially p. 65) 
interprets the testimony of Quintilian above cited to mean that 
final # was not omitted (megue eximitur), but was inaudible 
(obscuratur) before an initial vowel. The same scholar also 
maintains that every final # was inaudible, irrespective of. the 
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initial sound of the following word. In case this initial sound was 
a consonant, Ellis (pp. 55, 65) holds that the consonant was 
doubled in pronunciation ; ¢g. guorum pars, he thinks, was pro- 
nounced qguoruppars, etc. This view, however, is based on the 
improbable assumption that the Italian with its gtammaz (for gia 
mai), ovvero (for 0 vero), etc., gives the clue to the pronuncia- 
tion of Latin final #. Latin inscriptions, it is true, in the earliest 
times show that final m was frequently omitted in writing. Thus 
the Scipio inscriptions, the earliest of which may antedate 250 B.c., 
show m omitted before consonants as well as before vowels, but in 
good inscriptions of the classical period final m was not omitted 
with any frequency ; hence no argument can be drawn from this 
source. 


20. N. 1. JV was the dental nasal as m was the labial. When 
initial, 2 could hardly have differed materially from English ” in 
the same situation. The same is true also of in the interior of 
a word when followed by other dental sounds (as 4 a, 5, ”) or a 
vowel. Before the gutturals, x took on the sound of ng in sing, 
é.g. in ango, uncus; t.e.n here became the guttural nasal, a sound 
as different from dental % as is m, and quite as much entitled to 
representation by a separate character. Nigidius Figulus recog- 
nized the individuality of the sound in calling it 2-adulterinum 
(Gellius, xix. 14. 7). Certain Roman writers, according to 
Priscian (Keil, ti. 30. 13), followed the analogy of the Greek, and 
used g (=y nasal) for the n-adulterinum, e.g. Agchises, agceps, 
agegulus. The Greek phoneticians gave y in such situations the 
name 4gma (as distinguished from Gamma), and their Roman 
successors sometimes employed the same designation for the 
sound, ¢.g. Priscian in the passage just cited. 

2. The vowel before 7/, ms, as is well known, was regularly 
long in Latin. See § 37. Some have assumed, in consequence, 
that a nasal vowel was pronounced in such cases, particularly 
Johannes Schmidt (Zur Geschichte des Indogermanischen Vokat- 
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tsmus I. p. 98 ff.). The chief basis of this hypothesis was found 
"in the omission of # before s in inscriptions, e.g. COSOL (for consul), 
CESOR, TRASITV. Adjectives in -é#simus and adverbs in -zéns were 
also often written -esimus, -1¢s, e.g. vicesimus OY UICensimus ; Vvictes 
or viciéns. . Velius Longus (Keil, vii. 78-79) tells us that Cicero 
pronounced /forensia as forésia, and Megalensia as Megalesia, 
while in adjectives in -osus the m was permanently lost. Greek 
transliterations of Latin words also frequently show o for va (vs), 
e.g. KAnuns (Clemens) ; Kyowpivos. But all this evidence may 
indicate nothing more than that # before s was unstable and 
inclined to disappear. There is nothing to force the conclusion 
that nasal vowels were uttered in such cases in Latin, though it 
is, of course, possible that such a pronunciation existed. What- 
ever conclusion be drawn with regard to the nasalization of the 
vowel before ms would seem to hold also for the vowel before 
a when followed by other dentals, wz. before mf and nd. For 
here, too, the 2 shows quite as strong a tendency to disappear, 
if we may judge by the testimony of inscriptions, ¢.g. SECVDO 

= secundd) ; TESTAMETO (= “stamento). No instance of the 
disappearance of 2 before / occurs prior to the fourth century A.D., 
and even then the phenomenon is of extremely rare occurrence, 
being confined to four instances, all of which are in the word 
inferus. 

See the discussion of Seelmann, Aussprache des Latein, 
pp. 283-290. 

3. It should be added that the omission of the nasal occurs 
sporadically in case of m when followed by labial sounds, as 
Decebris (= Decembris) ; Capanum (= Campanum) ; so also in 
case of n-adulterinum before gutturals, as iguirant (= inqut- 
rant); pricipis (= principis). The phenomenon under discus- 
sion is, accordingly, a general one, and may be stated thus: 
The Latin nasals m (labial), 2 (dental), and x-adulterinum 
(guttural), exhibit a tendency to disappear before labial, dental, 
and guttural sounds respectively. 
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4. gn. It has been held that gz was pronounced as ngz, #.e. as 
n-adulterinum +-n. The most recent representative of this view is 
Brugmann (Grundriss der Vergleichenden Grammatih, i. §§ 500, 
506). Yet the evidence in favor of this theory is slight, consisting 
chiefly in the occasional occurrence in inscriptions of mgz for gn, 
é.g. CONGNATO, INGNOMINIAE. But such spellings as these could 
hardly have represented the prevailing usage of the best period. 

5. Besides the three nasals already considered (m, 2, and n- 
adulterinum), Seelmann (Aussprache des Latein, p. 270) recog- 
nizes another midway in sound between m and 2, which he 
designates by m. The evidence for the existence of this sound 
he finds in the statement of Marius Victorinus (Keil, vi. 16. 4 ff.) 
to the effect that such an intermediate sound (neither m nor 2) 
was recognized in antiquity. Marius Victorinus compares the 
sound in question with the sound of the Greek nasal in capBvé, 
where likewise, he observes, neither vy nor » accurately designates 
the pronunciation. Seelmann suggests that such inscriptional 
forms aS QVAMTA, TAMTA, DAMDVM, SEMTENTIAM on the one hand, 
and DECENBRIS, SENPER, PONPA, INCONPARABILIS on the other, sup- 
port by their vacillating spelling the theory propounded. ‘The 
facts, however, do not seem sufficiently clear to warrant a positive 
conclusion in this matter. 
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21. F. fis the labial spirant. In the earlier period it is prob- 
able that / was bilabial. This theory accords with the origin of /, 
which in most cases is the descendant of an original 4/4 ; it agrees 
also with such spellings as COMFLVONT, COMVALLEM of the Minucii 
inscription CIL. i. 199 (122 B.c.). Subsequently 7 became a 
labio-dental spirant as it is in English and in most modern Euro- 
pean languages. At just what time this change took place is 
uncertain. It was complete by the close of the second century 
A.D., aS appears from the testimony of Terentianus Maurus (Keil, 


Vi. 332. 227). 
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22. S. S was a voiceless dental spirant, like English s in sz. 
Some scholars, as Corssen, have thought that intervocalic s was 
voiced in Latin (¢.e. sounded like English s in ¢hese), but there is 
no valid support for this view, nor do the Roman grammarians 
anywhere hint at more than a single sound for the letter. The 
Gothic in loan-words transliterates intervocalic Latin s by s, which 
represented a voiceless sound in Gothic, e.g. Katsar (Lat. Caesar). 
The Gothic possessed also a character for the voiced s-sound 
(z.e. 2), and would undoubtedly have made use of it, had the 
Latin intervocalic s been voiced. 


23. H. was a guttural spirant and was voiceless like Eng- 
lish 4. The same uncertainty manifested itself in the employ- 
ment of initial 4, as is noticeable among the lower classes in 
England. As a result of this uncertainty words etymologically 
entitled to initial 4 frequently dropped it in the speech of the less 
cultivated, while other words acquired an # to which they were 
not historically entitled. Thus haréna, haruspex, hirundo, holus, 
represent the correct spelling; but these same words were fre- 
quently pronounced avena, aruspex, etc., and appear repeatedly 
in that form in our Mss. of the classical authors. Occasionally a 
word permanently lost its initial 4 even in the speech of the 
educated. A case in point is @aser, which comes from an Indo- 
Eur. word with initial gz, and should appear in Latin as hanser 
(§ 97. 3). On the other hand erus, umor, umerus are the cor- 
rect forms, but these were frequently supplanted by herus, humor, 
humerus. The Romans were fully conscious of their defects in 
this particular, and Catullus in his 84th poem humorously refers 
to one Arrius, who said hinsidias for insidias, and Hionios for 
Lontos. 

Intervocalic # easily vanished between like vowels, as is shown 
by such contractions as zémo for *ne-hemo, préndo for prehendo ; 
praeda for *prae-heda ; ete. 
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24. T. Z was pronounced as in English sa#m. In English, 
t before # followed by another vowel is regularly assibilated, Z.e. 
acquires an sh-sound, as, for example, in the word vatonal; but 
Latin ¢ was always a pure #¢ in the classical period. Cf. such 
Greek transliterations as OitaXevria (Valentia). In late imperial 
times (not before the fourth century) 4 when followed by a vowel 
begins to show traces of assibilation. Inscriptions of this period 
exhibit such forms as Voconsivs (for Vocontius) ; SEPSIES (for 
septtes). Probably this orthography was not exact, as the sound 
was rather that of our English s; but the Latin had no more 
accurate designation. The phonetics of the change are as follows: 
An original Vocontius, for example, became first Vocontyus, t.e. 
the vowel # (very likely under the influence of extra stress upon 
the preceding syllable) became the semivowel y. In the next 
stage this semivowel became a spirant, the sound represented by 
German palatal ch, viz. Vocont-chus. From this, the transition 
to the assibilated pronunciation was easy and natural. 


25. C. 1. C was always pronounced like &. This is abundantly 
proved by the evidence. Thus: 

a) Cand & interchange in certain words, ¢.g. Caelius, Calendae, 
Carthago. 

5) We have the express testimony of Quintilian (i. 7.10), who 
says: ‘ As regards &, it should not.be used. Some write it before 
a, but c has the same sound before all vowels.’ 

c) In Greek transliterations of Latin words we always have x, 
not only before a, 0, v, but also before e, 4, where if anywhere we 
should have expected the s-sound of ¢ to have arisen. Examples 
are: Kixépwy, Kaicap. 
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ad) Gothic and German loan-words borrowed from Latin (prob- 
ably in the early centuries of the Christian era) show & for Latin 
¢ in all situations, e.g. Gothic dukarn (=Lat. lucerna) ; karkara 
(= Lat. carcer) ; Kaisar (= Caesar) ; German Keller (= cella- 
rium); Kiste (=cista). 

€) The Old Umbrian of the Iguvine Tables uses in its enchoric 
alphabet » for c, and d for ¢ (an s-like sound developed from c 
before ¢ and z). The New Umbrian of the same tables is written 
in Latin characters, and uses C for ¢, but S' (or S) for the s-like 
sound represented in Old Umbrian by d. This makes it clear 
that at the time the New Umbrian tablets were written, Latin ¢ 
before ¢ and 7 had not yet become assibilated. Otherwise the 
New Umbrian would not have resorted to the use of a special 
character (S' or S) to designate this sound. See Jones, Classical 
Review, No.1, 1893. ‘The exact date of the New Umbnian tablets 
is not certain, but they can hardly have been written many years 
before the beginning of the Christian era. 

J) No Latin grammarian ever mentions more than one sound 
for ¢, as some one certainly would have done, had ¢ had an s-sound 
before e and #. In paradigms like dico, dicts, dicit, the change of 
sound, had it occurred, would have been too striking to escape 
comment. 

g) Pulcher (originally pudcer, and often so written in inscrip- 
tions) shows by its aspirated ¢ (¢.e. ch) that ¢ must have been 
‘hard.’ Similarly anceps, with its n-adulterinum, shows that c 
could not have had the sound of s. Otherwise the nasal would 
not have become guttural, as we are assured it did. 

2. Beginning with the fourth or fifth century a.p., ¢ before # 
followed by a vowel becomes assibilated, exactly as explained 
above in the case of 4 Inscriptions of this period exhibit such 
forms as FELISSIOSA ( = fé/iciosa) ; MARZIAE (= Marciae). The 
phonetics of the change are precisely analogous to those already 
described under #4 Later still, every ¢ before e or 7 became s, 
¢.g. PAZE (for pace) in an inscription of the 7th century a.p. 
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3. This development of 4 and ci (before vowels) to the same 
sibilant sound led naturally in mediaeval times to the greatest 
confusion of orthography in our Mss. of the Latin writers. Thus 
condicto appears frequently as conadtto,; suspicio as suspitio; nego- 
Hum as negocium ; convicium as convitium. In the case of some 
of these words, the false forms have not yet been entirely elimi- 
nated from our texts of the classic writers. 

4. K and Q are simply superfluous duplicates of ¢, as was 
recognized by the Romans themselves. Cf Terentianus Maurus 
(Keil, vi. 331. 204 f.). 


26. P. / was apparently our normal English # and presents 
no peculiarities. 
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27. B. B&B was like English 4 except before s and 4 where it 
had the sound of p. This was simply the result of the natural 
assimilation of the voiced sound to the voiceless. Inscriptions 
show repeated instances of the phonetic spelling, eg. PLEPs, 
APSENS, OPTINVIT, OPSIDES, but ordinarily such words made a con- 
cession to the etymology, and were written with J. Quintilian 
(i. 7. 7) prescribes the use of 6: ‘When I pronounce odénuit our 
rule of writing requires that the second letter be 4; but the ear 
catches .’ 


28. D. D was like English @ Late in imperial times a7, when 
followed by a vowel, became (through the medium of dy-) a 
sound somewhat like our 7, The Romance languages retain this 
peculiarity, eg. French journée, Italian giorno, from Latin 
diurnus. 

Inscriptions show that final @ had a tendency to become 4 e.g. 
aput, haut, at, quit, for apud, haud, ad, guid. Mss. also exhibit 
the same spelling. 
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29. G. G had the sound of English g in ge¢#. That before e¢ 
and # it did not have the sound of g in gem, seems clear from the 
following evidence : 

a) The Roman grammarians give but a single sound for the 
letter. Had g before # been pronounced like our /, the alternation 
of sounds in a paradigm like ego, legis, or légés, legum, would not 
have failed to elicit comment. 

6) In the Greek transliteration of Latin words g is always repre- 
sented by y; ¢.g. TéAAws (Gellius). 


30. DistINCTION BETWEEN ‘GUTTURAL’ AND ‘ PALATAL.’ —‘Gut- 
tural’ and ‘ Palatal’ are not interchangeable terms. Strictly speak- 
ing, ‘Guttural’ applies to the ¢ (2) and g sounds produced in the 
throat, while ‘ Palatal’ applies to those produced against the hard 
palate. The guttural or palatal character depends upon the fol- 
lowing vowel. Before @, 0, or w the ¢ or g-sound is guttural ; 
before ¢ or z it is palatal. Cf English £22, gill with call, gall. 
Latin & (used only before @; see § 1. 3) was, accordingly, always 
guttural; the same was the case with g, while ¢ and g varied in 
character according to the following vowel. 


THE ASPIRATES ~h, ch, th. 


31. 1. The Latin originally had no aspirates of its own, and 
was not concerned with the representation of these sounds until 
the Romans began to borrow Greek words containing 4, x, or 0. 
These Greek letters (as explained in the Grammar, § 2. 3) were 
equivalent to Z, ¢c, or ¢ with a following A-sound.’ It is not sur- 
prising, therefore, that at first the Romans rendered 4, x, @ by 
p, ¢, # respectively. Thus in early inscriptions (down to about 
100 B.c.), we find Corintvs, DELpis, AcILES. In the Capiz of 


1 Initial and final J, ¢c, and 4 in stressed syllables, in English are also uttered 
with aspiration, though we do not indicate this in writing. Examples are: 
top, lock, pot. 
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Plautus, verse 274, the evident pun on Zhakm .. . talento, shows 
that the 72 was felt as substantially a 4 and in fact there can be 
little doubt that ¢ is what Plautus actually wrote. 

2. Beginning, however, with about roo B.c., Greek ¢, x, 6 came 
to be represented with increasing frequency in Latin by fA, ch, th, 
and by Cicero’s day this had become the standard orthography. 
The multitude of Greek words employed in Latin at that time, 
along with the constantly increasing attention paid by educated 
Romans to the Greek language and to Greek culture generally, 
naturally led to this striving for greater exactness. 

3. As a result we notice the aspirates gaining a foothold in cer- 
tain genuine Latin words, ¢.g. pulcher, originally pulcer ; Gracchus 
(after Bacchus = Bdxyos), originally Graccus,; Cethégus, origi- 
nally Cetégus. An English analogy is seen in such words as tsland, 
rhyme. Island comes from the Anglo-Saxon fgland, Middle 
English ¢/and. The s was introduced at a comparatively recent 
date as a result of associating #/amd with French fs/e (from Latin 
insula). Rhyme comes from Anglo-Saxon rim, Middle English 
rime, ‘number.’ The spelling rhyme is due to the influence of 
rhythm (Greek fvOy0s), with which sime was associated in the 
folk consciousness. Cicero (Oravor, 48. 160) tells how he him- 
self, in deference to popular usage, was forced to abandon the 
pronunciation pulcer, triumpos, Cetegus, Kartago, in favor of the 
aspirated forms, pulcher, triumphos, etc. But he adds that he 
refused to pronounce an aspirate in sepulcrum, corona, lacrima, 
and some other words, where apparently a popular tendency 
existed in favor of ch, ph, ¢h, as against the genuine Latin J, ¢, 4 
Catullus, in the epigram already cited (Carmen, 84), humorously 
alludes to Arrius’s pronunciation of commoda as chommoda. 

In Bosphorus (Béoropos) the Romans introduced an aspirate 
for a tenuis ; yet the spelling Bosporus also occurs. 

4. With the exception of fA the Latin aspirates retained their 
original character throughout the history of the language. A 
proof that “# was still an aspirate in the time of the Empire is 
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seen in the spelling ACLETARVM for @¢hlefarum, and ACLHETICVM 
for athléticum, in an inscription of about 360 a.p. (Wilmanns, 
No. 2639). This orthography is capable of explanation only on 
the ground that #4 was still very close to ¢ (vz. ¢-+). For the 
confusion of ¢ and 4 cf the occasional English pronunciation of 
at least as ac least. There is not the slightest indication that 
Latin //, either in the flourishing period of the language or in its 
decline, had a spirant sound like our English “4 in skis or shin. 
The Romance languages regularly have ¢ as the descendant of 
Latin ¢h, eg. Italian ¢eatro (Latin theatrum) ; catolco (cathoh- 
cus). Similarly ch must have always been either a genuine aspi- 
rate or else the simple mute ¢, as shown by the Italian in such 
words as carta (Lat. charta), coro (Lat. chorus). 

5. As regards pA, the aspirate seems in late imperial times (not 
before the fourth century A.D.) to have developed into the spirant 
7. Some have thought that this change occurred much earlier, 
basing their opinion upon the fact that Greek ¢, which was regu- 
larly represented in Latin by pA, was always employed to trans- 
literate Latin ~Z But ¢ was simply the nearest equivalent that the 
Greek alphabet possessed for representing £ Quintilian (1. 4. 14) 
shows that the two sounds were quite different, by his account of 
the Greek witness mentioned by Cicero who could not pronounce 
the Latin word Fundanius. This seems to show that the Greeks, 
not having the sound of Latin / (a bilabial spirant), chose @ (a 
bilabial aspirate) as the nearest equivalent, very much as Slavs 
and Lithuanians to-day reproduce the / of modern languages 
by 2. 

In the speech of the educated classes at Rome ff seems to 
have followed the history of @ in Greek. The latter sound, 
according to Blass (Pronunciation of Greek, § 28), did not 
become the equivalent of / before the third century A.p., a view 
substantiated for Latin by the interchange of fand PA in inscrip- 
tions of this and the following centuries. The phonetics of the 
change are as follows: First, we have J + 4, #.e. the labial mute 
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-+- a guttural spirant; secondly, the 4 is assimilated from the 
guttural spirant to the labial, / (z.¢. Af) ; finally, the / is assimi- 
lated tof, giving 7, which is then simplified to Thus an origi- 
nal Philippus becomes successively Lilippus, Fflippus, Filippus. 
Cf. German Pfalz (the name of the district about Heidelberg). 
The mediaeval Latin designation of this was Palantium, whence 
Phalantum, German Pfadz, but dialectically often pronounced 
fal. 
THE DOUBLE CONSONANTS, x, 2. 


32. X. X is always equivalent to cs, never to gz, as it some- 
times is in English. This conclusion follows from the voiceless 
character of Latin s, before which a guttural was necessarily 
assimilated. 


33. Z. The value of z is somewhat uncertain. The character 
is confined exclusively to foreign words, chiefly Greek. Though 
introduced in the first Latin alphabet, it was early dropped (see 
§ 1. 3), its place being taken by G. Long afterwards, — ap- 
parently about Cicero’s time,—it was again introduced for the 
more accurate transcription of ¢ in words borrowed from the 
Greek. Prior to this time the Latin had transliterated Greek ¢ 
when initial by s, and by ss in the interior of words, ¢.g. sona 
(= Covn) ; atticisso ( = drtixiw). But with the increasing use 
of Greek at Rome, a more accurate designation of the sound was 
felt to be necessary, and accordingly the Greek character itself 
was introduced. Cf the care exercised at the same period in 
designating the aspirate in Greek loan-words. 

The pronunciation of z in Latin must have followed the pronun- 
ciation of Greek ¢ for the corresponding period. As regards £, 
while it almost certainly had the sound of zd in the Attic of the 
5th century B.c., it is likely that by the beginning of the Mace- 
donian period (approximately 300 B.c.), it had become a simple 
z-sound (as in English gaze),— though probably somewhat pro- 
longed ; for it still ‘made position,’ as though a double consonant. 
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See Blass, Pronunciation of Greek, § 31. The same sound proba- 
bly attached to Roman z. For while certain Roman grammarians 
explain z as equivalent to sd or ds, their statements are probably 
but the echo of Greek discussions concerning the sound of z._ It 
is worthy of note that one Roman grammarian, Velius Longus, a 
most competent witness on phonetic questions, specifically denies 
that z is the equivalent of sd, and asserts that it is not a double 
consonant at all, but has the same quality throughout. (Keil 


vil. 50. 9.) 
DOUBLED CONSONANTS. 


34. When the mutes were doubled (7, dd; pp, 5; cc, gg) there 
were two distinct consonant articulations. Thus in miz/o, the first 
¢ was uttered with a definite muscular effort, involving closure of 
the organs in the #position; then after a momentary pause a 
second muscular effort followed, with the organs in the same 
position. See Seelmann, Aussprache des Latein, p. 110. Such 
doubled consonants do not occur in English. We often write 7%, 
Dp, ce, etc., but pronounce only a single 4 Z, or ¢, eg. ut(fer, 
up(p)er, etc. But in Italian and several other modern languages 
these doubled consonants are frequent, ¢.g. Italian docca, conobdi, 
cappello. 

The same double articulation is probably to be assumed in case 
of doubled liquids (/, rr), doubled nasals (sm, nn), and doubled 
spirants (77, ss), though it is possible that in some words where 
these combinations followed a long vowel they merely indicated a 
liquid or spirant that was prolonged in utterance, as, for example, 
vallum, ullus. | 


DIVISION OF WORDS INTO SYLLABLES. 


35. The principles given in the Grammar (§ 4) for the division 
of words into syllables are the traditional ones ; yet the validity of 
some of them is open to question, — particularly of the principle 
embodied under § 4. 3: ‘Such combinations of consonants as can 
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begin a word are joined to the following vowel.’ In support of 
this principle may be cited the testimony of the Roman gram- 
marians, who practically agree in prescribing the rule given above, 
and some of whom even include such combinations of consonants 
as can begin a word in Greek, 4g. pt, ct, dd. See for instance 
Caesellius, cited by Cassiodorus (Keil, vii. 205. 1); Terentianus 
Maurus (Keil, vi. 351. 879). Seelmann (Aussprache des Latein, 
p. 138) cites also the testimony of inscriptions. Some of these 
which mark the division of words into syllables by dots, apparently 
follow the principle under discussion, ¢.g. CIL. vi. 77 HE- DY: 
PNVS ; Vil. 11682 VI- XIT. 

On the other hand it may be urged that the principle laid down 
by the Roman grammarians is merely an echo of rules maintained 
by Greek scholars for their own language. C/, for example, 
Bekker, Anecdota Graeca, ili. p. 1127 ; Theodosius (ed. Gottling), 
p. 63, where the same laws for syllable division may be found. 
We have already seen indications of such irresponsible borrowing 
in the case of the testimony of the grammarians concerning the 
pronunciation of z. See § 33. Moreover, we find Quintilian 
(i. 7. 9) advocating an etymological principle of division, e.g. 
haru-spex, abs-temius. As regards the testimony of inscriptions, 
the instances cited by Seelmann are very few. Seelmann him- 
self (p. 143) admits the paucity of the material upon which he 
bases his conclusion, yet indulges the hope that investigation will 
bring further instances to light. However, in the very inscription 
from which he cites HE - Dy - PNVS we find CAE - LES- TI, and in 
another (CIL. ix. 4028), which shows the division into syllables 
by dots, we find SES- TV - LEI- VS; SES- TV- LE- IO. 

There is also evidence of a phonetic nature bearing upon this 
question. It is a familiar fact that in verse, when a short vowel is 
followed by a mute with / or », the poet may at his option use the 
syllable as long. Obviously this license consisted simply in com- 
bining the mute with the preceding vowel, while the liquid was 
joined with the vowel following. Thus the ordinary prose pro- 
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nunciation @-g7i would in poetry become ag-77, if the poet desired 
to use the first syllable as long, z.e. the open syllable of a@-g7i 
became a closed syllable in ag-77; and a closed syllable is phonet- 
cally long. Inthe same way compounds whose first element ends 
in a mute, and whose second begins with / or r (e.g. ab-latus, 
ab-rado), show that the mute must have been joined with the pre- 
ceding vowel, making a closed syllable, since such syllables are 
invariably long in verse. In view of these considerations it seems 
most probable that in words like doctus, magistri, hospes, the act- 
ual division was doc-tus, ma-gis-tri, hos-pes. This division gives 
us closed (#.e. long) syllables. If we divide do-ctus, ma-gi-stri, 
ho-spes, we get open syllables containing a short vowel, and it is 
impossible that such syllables should be metrically long, any more 
than a final short vowel before initial s/ or sf, ¢.g. opera strutt, 
bond spes. 

As regards the rule laid down in the Grammar (§ 4. 4), to the 
effect that prepositional compounds are separated into their com- 
ponent parts, the phonetic evidence seems altogether against this. 
The division fer-c0, inter-e@, gives us a closed (2.e. long) syllable, 
whence it would appear that the actual division in such cases was 
pe-red, inte-rea, exactly as in ge-70, te-r0,; t.e. compounds were 
treated precisely like other words. 

If, therefore, phonetic considerations are entitled to weight, we 
shall be justified in rejecting the testimony of third and fourth 
century grammarians, and in assuming that they rested their state- 
ments not upon phonetic observation of contemporary speech, but 
upon the traditions of their Greek predecessors ; and in conform- 
ity with the phonetic evidence we may lay down the following 
substitute for § 4. 3: In case of other combinations of conso- 
nants, 2 mute + /or 7 is joined to the following vowel, except 
when a long syllable is needed, in which latter case the mute 
is joined to the preceding vowel. Thus regularly pa-tris, mG-tris, 
a-gri,; but ag-7t, when in poetry the first syllable is used as long. 
In prepositional compounds, also, whose first member ends in a 
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mute, and whose second begins with / or 7, the mute is always 
joined to the preceding vowel, i.e. the preceding syllable is 
always long, eg. ab-latus, ab-rumpo. In all other combina- 
tions of consonants, the first consonant is joined to the preced- 
ing vowel, as al-tus, an-go, hos-pes, dic-tus, minis-tri, mag-nus, 
mon-strum. ‘This principle obviously demands that x should 
be divided in pronunciation, as was undoubtedly the case. Thus 
axis must have been pronounced ac-sis, daxus as lac-sus ; so, also, 
after a long vowel, vic-st (vixt) ; réc-st (véxi). 

Rule 4 in § 4 of the Grammar may for all scientific purposes 
be abandoned, since, as already indicated, compounds call for 
the application of no special principles. 

So much for the scientific aspect of the division of words into 
syllables. It has, nevertheless, been deemed best to make no 
changes in the traditional rules. For 1) Experience has shown 
that pupils ordinarily divide their syllables with phonetic correct- 
ness without the aid of rules. 2) The rules as given are seldom 
or perhaps never made a basis for the actual pronunciation of 
Latin, but serve only as a guide for printers, where a word is 
broken at the end of a line. As such a guide they furnish 
convenient working rules, which, though probably wrong, are, 
nevertheless, of world-wide acceptation and application, and in 
simplicity are superior to the true ones. It should always be 
borne in mind, however, that the traditional rules are simply 
mechanical, and that they probably do not represent the way the 
Romans spoke. 


CHAPTER III. 
HIDDEN QUANTITY. 


36. A hidden quantity is the quantity of a vowel before two 
consonants. Such a quantity is called hidden, as distinguished 
from the quantity of a vowel before a single consonant, where 
the metrical employment of the word at once indicates whether 
the vowel is long or short. The quantity of a vowel before a 
mute with Zor ~ is hidden unless the syllable containing it appear 
in verse used as short. 

The methods of determining hidden quantity are the following : 

1. Express testimony of ancient Roman writers, e.g. Cicero, 
Orator, 48. 159, where the principle for the length of vowels 
before 7/, ms is laid down (see § 37); Aulus Gellius, Moctes Ati- 
Caé, ll..173 IV. 17; 1X. 63 xii. 3. Nearly every Roman gram- 
marian furnishes some little testimony of this kind, and though 
some of them belong to a comparatively late period, their evi- 
dence often preserves the tradition of earlier usage, and hence is 
entitled to weight. 

2. The versification of the earher Roman dramatists, especially 
Plautus and Terence, with whom a mute before a liquid never 
lengthens a syllable whose vowel is short. Hence, before a mute 
followed by a liquid, the quantity of the vowel always appears in 
these writers, being the same as the quantity of the syllable, just 
as in case of a vowel followed by a single consonant. 

Furthermore, Plautus and Terence not infrequently employ as 
short many syllables which in classical poetry would be invariably 
long by position. Examples are the following: juvéntus, Plautus, 
Mostelaria 30; Curculo 38, volintas, Trinummus 1166; Pseu- 
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dolus 537; Stichus 59; voliptas, Mostellaria 249, 294; Amphi- 
fruo 939, and elsewhere. ‘These cases are to be explained by the 
fact that the vowel was short and the following consonants failed 
to ‘make position.’ 

In some instances, it must be confessed, even long vowels are 
used as short, ¢g. Jonis mis, Plautus, Zrinummus, 822, foris 
pultabo, 868. But these cases are of a peculiar sort and may 
be explained on metrical grounds, or by the iambic nature of 
the words, as in the examples cited. Cf § 87. 3. 

3. Inscriptions.—Since the middle of the first century B.c. 
the apex (or point) appears added to the vowels a, ¢, 0, u to 
indicate their length. Long # was designated originally by | (rising 
above the other letters and hence called 7 /onga) and by e/, later, 
2 took the apex. Examples are TRAxI, CIL. x. 2311; Priscvs, 
CIL. xi. 1940; OLLA, CIL. vi. 10006; QuiINeve, CIL. vi. 3539; 
MILLIA, Monumentum Ancyranum i. 16; FECEI, CIL. i. 551. 

Before the employment of the afex the length of the vowel in 
case of a, ¢, 4 was indicated by doubling the vowel, ¢.g. PAASTORES, 
CIL. i. 551 ; PEQVLATVV, CIL. i. 202; 9 is never doubled in this 
manner. ‘This peculiarity belongs to the period 130-70 B.c. 

A thoroughly consistent use of these methods of designating 
the vowel quantities is found, it must be admitted, in but few 
inscriptions. Of the vowels contained in syllables long by posi- 
tion only a portion are marked, as a rule, in any single inscrip- 
tion. Certain official inscriptions of the late republican and early 
imperial period form an exception to this, and exhibit very full and 
reliable markings, ¢.g. the speech of the Emperor Claudius (Bois- 
sieu, /nscriptions de Lyon, p. 136) and the Monumentum Ancyra- 
num, containing the Aes Gestae Divi A ugusfi. This latter, among 
a great number of correct markings, contains also some false ones, 
€.g. CLVPEI, SVMMA. Such errors also occur occasionally elsewhere. 

4. Greek transcriptions of Latin words. — This method is most 
fruitfully applied in case of the vowels ¢ and 0. The employment 
of Greek « or 7, o or w makes the quantity of the Latin vowel 
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certain, wherever faith may be reposed in the accuracy of the 
transcription. Thus we may write Zsguiiae in view of "HoxvAivos, 
Strabo, v. 234, 237; Vérgilius, after OvepyiAuos ; Vesdnio, after 
Ovecovriwv. Dio Cassius, Ixviil. 24. 

The quantity of ¢ may also often be determined by Greek trans- 
literations. Thus « before two consonants regularly points to 
Latin 7, ¢.g. BetWavios, CIG. 5709, = Vipsanius ; Greek « points to 
Latin 7, ¢.g. "Iorpos = Ister. 

Inscriptions are naturally of much greater weight in such mat- 
ters than are our texts of the Greek writers. C/ § 3.¢). 

5. Lhe vocalism of the Romance languages. — These languages, 
particularly the Spanish and Italian, treated ¢, ¢, 0, w with great 
regularity according to the natural length of the vowel. It will 
be remembered that Latin ¢ and 0 were close; Latin @ and &d 
open. Now the Romance languages have not preserved the 
original guantity of Latin vowels ; for both the long and the short 
vowels of the Latin have become half-long in Romance ; but they 
have very faithfully preserved their gua#ty. Thus Latin ¢ appears 
as a close ¢ in Italian and Spanish; Latin ¢ as an open ¢ or as 
te. Latin 0 appears as a close o in Italian and Spanish; Latin d 
as an open o or as wo (ue). Similarly Latin 7 remained 2, but 7 
became a close ¢; Latin # remained w, but # became close a. 


Examples : — 
LATIN. ITALIAN. 

ménsis. mese (with close e). 
honestus. onesto (with open e). 
responsum. rispose (with close 0). 
doctus. dotto (with open 0). 
a1xt. aissi. 
dictus. detto (with close e). 
Auxt. -dussi. 
ductus. -dotto (with close 0). 


The Romance languages, however, authorize conclusions only 
with reference to the popular language as opposed to that of the 
better educated classes. In the popular speech the tendency was 
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rather toward the shortening of long vowels than toward the 
lengthening of short ones. Hence where the Romance languages 
point to a long vowel in the popular language, it is safe to assume 
that the vowel was long in the literary language. When, on the 
other hand, the Romance languages point to a short vowel, this 
testimony is not necessarily conclusive, particularly if other facts 
point clearly in the opposite direction. 

Again the Romance languages authorize conclusions only in 
case of words inherited from the Latin. Many Romance words 
represent mediaeval borrowing by the learned -class, as Italian 
vigido, ctbo, metro, tenebre, pustula, lubrico. All such words 
retain the Latin vocalism. In some cases it is difficult to decide 
whether a word has descended by the popular or the learned 
channel, e.g. duxus, urna. 

With all the assistance furnished by the methods above enumer- 
ated, there nevertheless remain many words whose vowel quantity 
cannot be determined. It is customary to regard all such vowels 
as short until they are proved to be long. 

The following are the most important works of reference on 
this subject : 


MARX, Hidlfsbiichlein fiir die Aussprache lateinischer Vokale in Positions- 
langen Silben. 2d ed. Berlin, 1889. A work valuable for its collection 
of evidence, but frequently untrustworthy in its conclusions. 

SEELMANN, Die Aussprache des Latein. MUeilbronn, 1885. p. 69 ff. 

GroBER, Vulgarlateinische Substrata Romanischer Worter, a series of articles 
in Wolfflin’s Archiv fiir Lateinische Lextkographie, vols. i-vi. 

KOrTING, Lateinisch-Romanisches Worterbuch. Paderborn, 1891. 

LiInpDSAY, Zhe Latin Language. Oxford, 1894. p. 133 ff. 

D’OvIDIO, in Gréber’s Grundriss der Romanischen Philologie. Strassburg, 
1888. i. p. 497 ff. 

MEYER-LUBKE, Grammatik der Romanischen Sprachen. Leipzig, 1890. 

CHRISTIANSEN, De Apicibus et [ Longis. Husum, 1889. 

ECKINGER, Orthographie Lateinischer Worter in Griechischen Inschriften. 
Munich. 


Further literature up to 1889 is cited by Marx, p. xii. 
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GENERAL PRINCIPLES FOR THE DETERMINATION 
OF HIDDEN QUANTITY. 


VOWELS BEFORE ns, nf. 


37. A vowel is always long before ms and nj, e.g. consul, infelix. 
This principle rests upon the following evidence : 

a) Cicero, Orator, 159, expressly states that in compounds of 
con and in, the vowel was pronounced long when followed by 
for s. 

6) Before ms the vowel is often marked in inscriptions with an 
apex, as CIL. xii. 3102 CéNsor; CIL. vi. 1527 a. 64 COnsTO; 
CIL. xi. 1118 MENSvM ; the afex occurs less frequently before nf 
eg. CIL. xi. 1118 CONFICIVNT. But ¢ domga occurs repeatedly 
before both as and nf, e.g. CIL. iii. 67 INsPEXxI; vi. 647 INSTRVx- 
ERVNT ; CIL. ii. 4510 INFERIORIS; CIL. xiv. 1738 InFAanTI; CIL. 
x. 4294 INFERRI. 

c) Greek transliterations of Latin words often indicate a long 
vowel before 7s, as Kpyoxnvs (= Crescens) ; Upovdnvs (= Prudens). 


VOWELS BEFORE gv, gm. 


38. Vowels are long before gz in the suffixes -gnus, -gna, -gnum. 
In support of this we have the direct testimony of Priscian (Keil, 
ji. 82. 7), who lays down the above principle and gives as illustra- 
tions: régnum, stagnum, benignus, malignus, abiéegnus, privignus, 
- Paelignus. Inscriptions also have REGNVvM (CIL. vi. 7578); 
sIonvm (CIL. vi. 10234); DIcnt (CIL. x. 5676); privicno (CIL. 
vi. 3541). 

This rule is often formulated to include all vowels before gn 
(e.g. by Marx, p. 1); but there is no evidence to support such a 
principle. In gignd, for example, and in such forms as cognosco, 
cognatus, ignarus, ignavus, ignoro, ignosco, there is nothing to show 
that the vowel was long. Marx holds that the vowel in these 
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latter forms was long as the result of compensatory lengthening, 
tgnarus being for *tn-gnarus, cognosco for *con-gnosco. But no 
such theory of compensatory lengthening is tenable. Moreover, a 
Greek inscription (CIG. i. 1060) has xoyvirov = cégnitu. "Eyvdrvos 
also in Greek texts shows another genuine Latin word with a short 
vowel before gz. Cf. also Latin ambiegnus (ambi+agnus), which 
indicates that agnus had @ before gz; for @ is retained in com- 
pounds, while @ regularly becomes @ Marx’s appeal (p. 1) to 
the fact that Plautus always uses the syllable before gz as long, is 
of no weight, since we should naturally expect gm to ‘make position’ 
in Latin just as yv regularly does in Greek. 

Conservative procedure demands, therefore, that the vowel 
before gz should be recognized as long only in words of the 
type mentioned by Priscian and in such others as are supported 
by definite evidence. Some scholars have even been inclined to 
reject Priscian’s testimony altogether. The Romance languages 
might at first sight seem to warrant this attitude. For we find 
Latin dignus, signum, lignum appearing in Italian as degno, segno, 
legno with close ¢. This close e regularly points to a short Latin 
z (see § 36.5). But it is possible that the 7 of Latin was short- 
ened in the Romance (see § 36.5); or it may be that the 7 in 
the Latin words was long but somewhat more open than the 
ordinary Latin 7. In this latter case the close ¢ of Italian 
degno, segno, legno (= open 7) would be an indication of the 
fidelity with which the Romance languages have preserved the 
quality of the Latin vowels. This second view is that of 
W. Meyer (Kuhn's Zeitschrift, Xxx. p. 337). 


39. Before gm the vowel is long in pigmentum (see CIL. viii. 
1344, PIGMEN[T), and in segmentum (assured by the Greek 
onypevta); but there is no evidence to warrant the formulation 
of a broad rule embracing all vowels before gm, as is done by 
Marx (p. 1). Marx appeals to the analogy of ga in support 
of his contention; but if analogy could prove this, it would 
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similarly prove that every vowel before ms is long, after the anal- 
ogy of the long vowel before #s. Marx’s second argument, that 
the syllable before gm is always long in Plautus, is of no more 
weight than the same argument as urged in behalf of gv. It 
may therefore be seriously questioned whether, there is any jus- 
tification in including gm in the list of combinations before which 
a vowel is regularly long. 


VOWELS BEFORE 11, nd. 


40. 1. All vowels are regularly short before mf and nd, e.g. 
amandus, montis, amant, monent. 
2. Exceptions: 


a) Before zz the vowel is long in 

a) guintus (from guingue). 

8) the following contracted words: conto (for coveniio), 
yentaculum (for *jéjuntaculum), jéentatio (for *7e- 
juntatio), nuntius (for *noventtus ?). 

y) Greek proper names in -#s, Gen. -u@nts, e.g. Selinus, 
Selinintis (Greek, SeAwotytos). 

5) Greek proper names in -on, Gen. -onts, e.g. Xeno- 
phon, Xenophontis (Greek, Hevopayros). 

5) Before nd the vowel is long in 

a) the following contracts and compounds: préndo (for 
prehendo), nondum (non+ dum), vendo (venum 
do), niundinus (novem diés), quindecim (quinque), 
lindecim (unus). 

8) some Greek names, eg. Chavondas, Epaminondas 

(-dvdas). 


3. The evidence for the short vowel before x7 lies in the fact 
that, while in the Nominatives of such words as clémens, crescens, 
cliens, fons, gens, paréns, pons, praeséns, the long quantity of the 
vowel is assured either by the presence of the afex, or by a long 
vowel in Greek transcriptions, in the oblique cases the apex is 
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lacking, and in Greek transcriptions the vowel is short, eg. 
KAnpys (t.¢. KAnunvs), CIA. iii. 1094, but KAnpevros, CIG. 
3757; KAnuernr, CIG. Addenda, 1829 c.; crEsctns, CIL. xii. 
4030, but CRESCENTI, CIL. vi. 9059; Kpyjoxnys, CIG. 6012, c.; 
but Kpyoxevre, CIG. Addenda, 1994, f.; Upaions (t.e. pains), 
CIA. ili. 1147, but Lpaicevn, paicevra, CIG. 3175, 3991; 
VALENS, Greek OvdAnvs, Frohner, /nscriphons de Louvre, 120, 
but OvaAevrr, CIG. Addenda, 5783, c. 

Even where a vowel is naturally long, it sometimes becomes 
shortened before n/, ¢.g. in Anteum from linum ; cf. Greek XAévriov 
CIG. 8695. 

For the vowel before nd the evidence is not so full. We find 
the Greek transcriptions Kadévdats, Lydus, de Mens. iv. 53, 57; 
Povddvios (i.e. Kundanius), Bulletin de Correspondance Hellénique, 
ix. p. 439 ; also Tovevdos, i.e. tcendus, CIG. 5600. 


PONTEM, FONTEM, MONTEM, FRONTEM, FRONDEM. 


41. A difference of opinion exists as to the quantity of the 
vowel before z¢ in the oblique cases of fons, mons, pons, frons 
(fronts); and before nd in rons (frondis). Three sets of facts 
are to be considered : 

a) The analogy of other words in -zs (Gen. -¢s). Such words, 
so far as they are genuine Latin words, have, without exception, a 
short vowel before 7 in the oblique cases. See § 40. 

5) The testimony of the Romance languages. This is as fol- 
lows for the different words under discussion : 

fons. The Romance languages seem to point to an antecedent 
fonts, font, etc. Thus the Italian fone has close 0; so the Pro- 
vengal fon. Spanish alone with its /venze points to fontem (Grober, 
Archiv, ii. p. 426; Korting, Lat-Romanisches Worterbuch, col. 
337): 

frons (-ndis). The Romance languages all agree in pointing 
to frondem (Grober, Archiv, il. p. 426; Korting, Worterbuch, col. 
345). 
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frons (-ntis). Provencal /ron and Italian fronée, with close o, 
point to frontem. So the other Romance languages, except Spanish, 
which has /ruente, pointing to frontem. (Grober, Archiv, ii. 
p. 426; Korting, Wérterbuch, col. 345). 

mons. The Romance languages point unanimously to montem 
(Grober, Archiv, ii. p. 426; Korting, Worterbuch, col. 499). 

pons. Provencal fon and Italian ponte with close o point to 
pontem, so the other Romance languages, except Spanish, which 
has fuente, pointing to pontem. 

If mere numerical preponderance were decisive, we might at 
once conclude that all these words went back to Latin forms with 
6 in the oblique cases, and might explain Spanish /ruente, fuente, 
puente (which should be /ronte, fonte, ponte, to represent Latin 0) 
as exceptions to the prevailing law of development. A glance at 
certain facts, however, in Italian and Provengal, suggests another 
conclusion. We find it to be a regular law in these languages that 
an original ofen Latin o (¢.e. short 0, see § 36. 5), when followed 
by m, m, or + another consonant, becomes close. Thus Latin 
tondet with open a, becomes Italian ¢onde with close 0. Similarly 
respondet becomes risponde; rhimbus becomes rombo,; poly) pus 
becomes fo/fo, all with close 0. Just what has brought about this 
change is not certain. D’Ovidio in Grober’s Grundriss der Ro- 
manischen Philologie, i. p. 522, thinks it was the analogy of words 
in ov + consonant, om + consonant ; and o/ + consonant in which 
close o had developed regularly from an earlier @ (see § 36. 5), 
eg. rompe (=rumpit); onda (=unda); dolce (= dulcis). In 
accordance with this principle, whose operation is certain, Latin 
jontem, frindem, frintem, montem, pontem, would (assuming these 
to be the original forms) regularly become in Italian : fone, fronde, 
Jronte, monte, ponte, with close a, exactly as we find them. The 
admission of a long o in the oblique cases of these Latin words is, 
therefore, not necessary in order to account for Italian and Pro- 
vencal close 9 in their Romance descendants. In fact, when we 
consider Spanish fuente, fruente, puente, all of which point to 
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Latin 3, it seems more reasonable to regard Spanish monte and 
Jronde (which point to 0) as the exceptions. Grdber, who (Archiv, 
vi. p. 389) expresses himself in favor of assuming an original fon‘em, 
efc., in these words, suggests that Spanish monte, fronae, are loan- 
words, while /uente, fruente, puende represent an original inheritance. 

Briefly, then, a fair interpretation of the evidence of the 
Romance languages seems to warrant the belief that the oblique 
cases of the words under discussion came into the Romance lan- 
guages from the Latin with a (short) open a; that in Italian and 
Provencal this open ov subsequently became close in accordance 
with a regular law of wide operation. Spanish regularly developed 
the open o to we in those words which it inherited from Latin 
(viz. in fuente, fruente, puente); while Spanish monde and /ronde 
are probably loan-words from Italian. 

c) The third bit of evidence comes from Greek transliterations 
of Latin words as found in Greek inscriptions and Greek authors. 
Thus we find Povryos (= Fonteius) in Plutarch and Appian; also 
in an inscription, CIG. iii. 5837, b (59 A.D.) ; Bpovrivos, CIA. iii. 
1154 (between 150 and 200 A.D.); ®povretvos, CIA. iii. 1177 
(about 220 A.D.); Ppdvrwy, CIA. iii. 1113, 21, 26 (before 161 
A.D:), and in texts; all of which point to Latin Frdénfo, and 
Frontinus, and indirectly to front-em. Latin MJonfanus appears 
as Movravds, CIG. Addenda, 4805 b; and we find rpipovriov, 
Ptol. iii. 11, 12, e¢ passim; wovrew (= Latin pontem) is the text 
in Plutarch, Vuma, 9; wovripié (= pontifex), in Dionysius, Dio 
Cassius, and Zosimus ; zrovrideé, in Lydus, de Mens. iii. 21 5 rovrt- 
gexes, in Plutarch, Vuma,g; and wovriégixa, in an inscription in 
Kaibel’s Sylloge Epigrammatum, Addenda, 888 a. The Greek 
never shows an w in any of these words, either in inscriptions or 
in Mss. The evidence furnished by that language therefore is 
unanimous in favor of 6 for the Latin. Nor can recognition be 
refused the inscriptions above cited on the ground that they are 
late. As the annexed dates show, they all belong to the good 
period of the language. 
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We thus have the strongest possible grounds for writing fonts, 
fréndis, etc. The analogy of other words in -zs (Gen. -ni#s) 
favors this view; the Romance languages favor it, and the testi- 
mony of Latin words in Greek dress, as exhibited both in texts 
and in inscriptions, favors it. In fact the evidence is complete. 

The isolated apex in Front (for FRONTEM, as the context 
shows), CIL. v. 2915, is certainly a mere blunder of the stone- 
cutter, as is often the case in other words, even in carefully cut 
inscriptions (see § 36. 3). Christiansen, De Apicibus et I Longis, 
p- 57, cites thirteen such instances for vowels before zz. 


HIDDEN QUANTITY IN DECLENSION. 


42. 1. It is maintained by some scholars (¢.g. Marx, Hidfs- 
biichlein, p. 2; Lane, Harvard Studies, i. p. 89) that the ending 
-um in the Genitive Plural of nouns of the First and Second 
Declensions has # in such forms as Aeneadum, deum, nummum ; 
also in nostrum and vestrum. The facts in evidence are the 
following : 

a) On early Latin coins prior to the First Punic War, we find 
the final # of many Genitives Plural omitted, ¢.g. ROMANo, 
Corano. Coins of the same date regularly retain final m of 
the Nominative or Accusative Singular, e.g. VOLCANOM, PROPOM 
(= probum). This has led Mommsen (CIL. i. p. g) to infer 
that there was a difference in the quantity of the o in the two 
instances. As the o of the Nominative and Accusative Singular 
was short, Mommsen thought that in the Genitive Plural it must 
be long. But the material with which Mommsen deals is ex- 
tremely scanty. Genitive Plural forms occur in some number ; 
but only a few Nominative and Accusative forms are found, zz. 
VOLCANOM, PROPOM. Again, RomMaNnom (CIL. 1. 1) and AESERNI- 
NoM (i. 20) show that Genitives sometimes retained the m. 
Mommsen attempts to solve this difficulty by taking Romanom 
and AESERNINOM as the Nominative Singular Neuter of the Adjec- 
tive, but that is awkward. The natural inference must be that 
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there was no system in the omission of final m on these coins. 
The coins represent no dialect; in fact they represent widely 
separated localities ; hence it is no wonder if the final m (always 
weak) was sometimes written, sometimes omitted. In the Scipio 
inscriptions, the oldest of which may date within a quarter of a 
century of these coins, we find final m freely omitted in the 
Accusative and Nominative Singular just as elsewhere. It is, 
therefore, extremely unlikely that Mommsen’s hypothesis con- 
cerning the coins is correct. 

6) An inscription of Nuceria (CIL. x. 1081) has DvVMVIRATVs, 
which Schmitz (/theinisches Museum, x. 110) and Lane (Harvard 
Studies, i. p. 89) regard as evidence that the # of duum (Gen. 
Pl. of duo) was long. But even conceding the correctness of the 
apex in this isolated instance, it remains to be shown that the 
duum- of duumvir and duumviratus is in origin a Genitive. Such 
an etymology would involve the assumption that the duum- of 
the Genitive Plural, duumvirum, became transferred to the other 
cases, replacing duo in earlier duoviri, ec. Such an assumption 
is extremely improbable. It is much more likely that duumvir 
and ¢riumvir are formed after the analogy of centumvir. In the 
singular especially such forms as duovir, tresvir would have been 
extremely awkward, and it seems probable that the singular duum- 
vir, triumvir were for that reason historically anterior to duumviri, 
triumviri. The apex in the Nucerian inscription, if this etymol- 
ogy be correct, would then be simply a blunder of the engraver, 
as is altogether probable. The evidence in favor of -#m in these 
Genitives must, therefore, be regarded as of no weight, especially 
in view of the regular shortening of vowels before final - in 
Latin. Certainly if -%m did by any possibility exist in the days 
of Augustus, the # had become shortened by go a.p. For Quin- 
tilian (i. 6. 18), as noted by Lane (p. go), shows that to his ear 
nummum, Genitive Plural, was nowise different from nummum, 
Accusative Singular. 

2. Words in -er of the Second Declension, and words of 
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the Third Declension in -ey and -x, have in oblique cases the 
same quantity of the vowel as in the Nominative, eg. ager, 
agri; frater, fratris; acer, Acris; pax, pacts; tenax, lenacts ; 
Jax, facis; rex, regis; nix, nivis; cornix, cornicis; calix, calt- 
cis; Sel, fellis; os, dssts; plebs, plebis. Thus sometimes the Nom- 
inative gives the clue to the hidden quantity in the oblique cases 
(as ager, dgri); sometimes the oblique cases give the clue to 
the hidden quantity of the Nominative (as cornicis, cornix). 

3. Words of the Third Declension ending in -#s (Gen. -24s) 
uniformly have a short vowel in the oblique cases, as already 
explained in § 40. 3. Greek words in -a@s (Gen. -ants), e.g. 
Atas, Aiants ; gigas, gigantis, have the same quantity as in the 
original (Alas, Alavros; ytyas, yiyavros). So, also, contracted 
Greek names of cities in -ovs, -otvros, ¢.g. Selinus, Selinunts ; 
and proper names in -dv, -avros, ¢.g. Xenophon, Xenophonits. 
Acheron (not a contract form) has Acherinas. 

4. In all words of the Third Declension ending in two or more 
consonants (excepting -”s and -x preceded by a vowel), the hid- 
den vowel before the ending 1s short, ¢.g. é7bs, sors, arx. Excep- 
tions to this principle are p/eds and compounds of #ncia ending in 
-unx, e.g. deunx, deuncis; quinciinx, quincuncis. Before -x the 
vowel is sometimes long, sometimes short. 


COMPARISON OF ADJECTIVES. 


43. In the terminations -zssimus, -errimus, -tllimus the hidden 
vowel is short, e.g. carissimus, acérrimus, facillimus. Apparent 
traces of a long 7 in the termination -zsstmus are found in inscrip- 
tional forms with z Jonga. ‘The word of most frequent occurrence 
is pilssimus ; besides this we find a few other words, ¢.g. CARISSIMO, 
CIL. vi. 5325 ; DvLCIssImo, vi. 16926 ; FORTISSIMO, vi. 1132. But 
many of these inscriptions belong to the last centuries of the 
Empire, when the use of ¢ Jonga had become an extremely 
untrustworthy guide, as may be seen by palpable errors. As 
regards the frequent occurrence of pilssimak, Pilssimo, these may 
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perhaps be explained on the theory that 7 Jonga was here used to 
indicate not merely z, but also the 7 which developed in pronun- 
ciation between the two 2’s, 1.e. piyissimo. Cf. the similar use of 
# longa in words like Pompelivs, CIL. ix. 3748. At all events, in 
the absence of the apex in these superlatives, and in view of the 
absolute silence of the grammarians, it seems unwise to attach 
great weight to the occurrence of the # /onga alone. Against 7 
Lindsay (Latin Language, p. 405) urges the occurrence of late 
spellings like MERENTESSEMO, KARESSEMO, CIL. ii. 2997. 


NUMERALS. 


44. As separate words are to be noted 

a) quattuor, but guartus (see § 53 under a7ca). 

b) guingue and its derivatives, all of which have 7, as guin- 
decim, quintus, quingent, quinquaginta. 

c) the derivatives of anus, undecim, indevigingi, etc. 

@) mille, milha, and millesimus. 


PRONOUNS. 

45. 1. Nos, vos; but ndster, véster; nostri, vestri, ete. 

2. Hunc and hanc have a short vowel, as shown by the fact 
that they are sometimes used as short in verse, ¢.g. Plautus, J/z/es 
Gloriosus, 1008. 

3. Lille, ipse, iste have 7. 

4. The suffix -cungue has #. 

5. Compounds retain the quantity of the elements of which 
they are compounded, as guisquis, cujusque. 


CONJUGATION. 


Root Forms. 


46. «. Presents formed by means of the infix 2 have a short 
vowel, ¢.g. fundo (root fud-); frango (root frag-) ; jiéingo (root 
jug-). Before a labial 2 becomes m, e.g. rumpo (root rup-) ; 


48 Hidden Quantity. 


lambo (root /ab-). Care should be taken not to confuse deriv- 
ative and contract Presents like vendo, prendo, with genuine 
nasal formations. 
2. In most Presents the hidden vowel is short, ¢.g. necto, serpo, 
verto. But the following exceptions are to be noted: 
a) First Conjugation: jurgo (for jurigo), narro, ornd, purgo, 
tracto. 
6) Second Conjugation: ardeo. 
c) Third Conjugation: compesco and all Inchoatives (see 
§ 49). 
d) Fourth Conjugation: trio, ordior. 
3. The quantity of the vowel in the Present regularly remains 
unchanged throughout the entire conjugation of the verb, ¢.g.: 


ardeo ardére arse arsurus 
gero grrere gesst gestus 
scr1b0 scribere scripst scriptus 
Vv2V0 vivere ViXt victurus 
Sige figere fixt frxus 


Thus inscriptions give FIXA, SCRIPTVM, CONSCREIPTVM, VIXIT, 


VEIXIT. | 
But the following exceptions to this general principle are to be 


noted: 


a) d1co dicere dixt dictus 
duco ducere duxt ductus 
cédo cédere CeSSt COSSUTUS 


The short vowel of the Perfect Participles dictus and ductus is 
assured by the statement of Aulus Gellius (JVoctes Afticae, ix. 6) 
and by the testimony of the Romance languages. (See § 52. s.vv.) 

6) The short vowel of the Present is lengthened in the Perfect 
Indicative and Perfect Participle, if hidden, in the following verbs : 

ago agere égt actus 
cingo cingere cinxt comctus 
délinguo délinguere deligus aéelictus : 
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distinguo distinguere distinxs distinctus 
emo emere em emptus 
exstinguo exstinguere exstinxt exstinctus 
Jingo jingere finxi fictus 
frango Jfrangere rege fractus 
fungor fungt functus sum 
jungo jungere punt junctus 
lego legere lege lectus 
pango pangere pepigr pactus 
pingo pingere pinxt pictus 
pungo pungere pupugr punctus 
rego regere rext réctus 
relinguo relinquere reliqur relictus 
sancto sanctre sanxt (?) sanctus 
struo struere struxt structus 
tango tangere tetige tactus 
tego tegere text tectus 
tinguo tinguere tinxt tinctus 
traho trahere traxt tractus 
ungo ungere UNXt unctus 


So also in compounds and derivatives of these verbs. 


4. The evidence for the long vowel in the Perfect Participles of 
the foregoing list is found : 

a) In the statements of Gellius, who testifies (Voctes Attcae, 
ix. 6) to the quantity of the vowels of actus, lectus, unctus, and in 
Xli. 3. 4 to that of structus. 

6) In the testimony of inscriptions, which show the following : 
Actis CIL. vi. 1377; REDACTA vi. 701 ; EXxAcTvs Boissieu, Juscrip- 
tions de Lyon, p. 136; cINctvs CIL. x. 4104; DEFWNCTIS CIL. v. 
1326; DILECTVS vi. 6319 ; LECTVS xi. 1826 ; EXSTINCTOS Vi. 25617 ; 
INFRACTA ix. 60; IVNCTA x. 1888; SEIVNCTVM Vi. 1527 ¢. 38; 
RECTE xii. 2494; TECTOR vi. 5205 ; COkMTO Monumentum Ancy- 
ranum iii. 11 ; TRA[cra (not certain) CIL. vi. 1527 ¢. 14; SANCTA 
v. 2681 ; Oscan SAA(N)HTOM ( = Sa@nctom). 

c) In the retention of 2 in compounds of actus, tactus, fractus, 
pactus, tractus (e.g. coactus, attactus, refractus, etc.), which shows 
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that the a was long; short @ would have become ¢ in this situa- 
tion, as for example in confecfus for an original *confactus ; acceptus 
for an original *accaptus ; ¢reptus for *eraptus. 

ad) For cinctus, delictus, distinctus, exstinctus, fictus, pictus, 
punctus, relictus, tinctus, the long vowel is assured by the evidence 
of the Romance, ¢.g. Italian cinto, delitto, fitto, relitto, tinto. 

5. The evidence for the quantity of the vowel in the Perfects of 
the foregoing list is found : 

a) In inscriptional markings, as con1vNxir (Wilmanns, /nsc7ipv. 
Latinae 104); Texir (CIL. x. 1793); ReExIT (CIL. v. 875); 
TRAXI (CIL. x. 2311, 18). 

6) In Priscian’s statement (Keil, ii. 466) that vexdé and ‘exi 
have @. 

c) In the testimony of the Romance languages which point to 
Cinxt, distinxi, exstinxi, finxt, pinxt, struxt, linxt, unxt. 

ad) The long @ in s@nxi rests upon no specific evidence, but 
may perhaps be safely inferred after the analogy of sanctus. 

Until recently the principle was maintained (¢.g¢. by Marx in his 
first edition) that all monosyllabic stems ending in 4, d, or g, had 
the hidden vowel long in the Perfect Indicative and Perfect Parti- 
ciple wherever euphonic changes occurred. According to this 
theory we should have e.g. scindo, scindere, sctdt, scissus ; mérgo, 
mérgere, mérst, mersus. This principle was first laid down by 
Lachmann (on Lucretius i. 805) for Perfect Participles alone, and 
was subsequently assumed by other scholars to apply to the Per- 
fect Indicative as well; but this position is now entirely abandoned. 
Each long vowel must be supported by specific evidence. 


VERBAL ENDINGS. 


47. 1. The hidden vowel is short before ss and s¢ in the termi- 
nations of inflected forms, ¢.g. fuissem, amavisse; fuish, fuists. 
This is shown not only by the historical origin of these formations, 
but by such metrical usage as Plautus, Amphitruo, 761, dedisse ; 
Menaechmi, 687, dedisti, where iss and ist are treated as short 
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syllables by neglect of ‘ position’ (see § 36.2). Contracted forms 
are, of course, an exception to the above principle, as amasse, 
commossem, redisse, audisset, amash, nosts. 

2. Formations of the type: dtxf1, accésts, justi, traxe, surréexe, 
extinxem have the same quantity as the regular forms. 


COMPOUNDS. 


48. Marx (p. 8) holds that the vowel of a monosyllabic prepo- 
sition, if hidden, is long in composition when the preposition loses 
a final consonant. Thus he maintains a long vowel for the initial 
syllable of ascendo (for *ad-scando); adi-stinguo (*dts-stnguod) ; 
suspicio (for *sub-spicio). But this principle rests upon an un- 
tenable theory of compensatory lengthening ; see § 89. 


INCHOATIVES. 


49. Inchoatives in -scd, -scor have a long vowel before -sc, 
e.g. labasco, florésco, nitesco, tremisco, adipiscor. Gellius (Voctes 
Atticae, vi. 15) mentions a number of words of this class as hav- 
ing a long vowel, and implies that this was generally true of all. 
The Romance languages show that -esco and -sco (-iscor) had é 
and 3. 

IRREGULAR VERBS. 

50. 1. The root vowel of esse is short under all circumstances, 
e.g. Est, Estis, esto, ssem. 

2. £do, ‘eat,’ has a long ¢ in the forms @s, est, ests, essem, esse, 
éstur, essttur. Cf. Donatus on Terence, Andria, i. 1. 54; Servius 
on Vergil, Aeneid, v. 785. 

3. Marx (p. 9) lays down the principle that in compounds of 
co, forms containing 77 have the second # long before s¥, as e.g. in 
intertistt. This theory rests solely upon the occurrence of INTE- 
RIEISTI in CIL. i. 1202. But £1 occurs elsewhere in inscriptions, 
incorrectly written for 7, ¢.g. PARENTEIS (= parentis), CIL. i. 1009 ; 
FACEIVNDAE (= faciundae). It is altogether probable that INTERI- 
EISTI is another instance of the same sort. 
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WorD FORMATION. 


51. 1. Substantives in -abrum, -acrum, -atrum, derived from 
verbs, have @, ¢.g. flabrum, lavacrum, aratrum. 

2. The derivative endings -e/us (a, um), -illus (a, um), regu- 
larly have @ and #, but the following have a long vowel, vz.: 
catella, ‘little chain,’ anguilla, Bovillae, hillae, ovillus, stilla, 
stillus, villa. 

3- The vowel is short in -ermus (-ernius, -erninus), -urnus 
(-urnius, -urninus), e.g. hibérnus, tabérna, Satirnus. In vernus 
(from ver) the 7 is not a part of the suffix. 

4. The vowel is short in the endings -estus (-ester, -estris, -estt- 
cus, -estas), -tster (-istrum), -ustus, e.g. caeléstis, domésticus, tem- 
pestas, capistrum, venistus. In sémestris, justus, the long vowel 
belongs to the stem. 

5. The vowel is short in the endings -unculus, -uncio, -erculus, 
-usculus, e.g. ratiuncula, paterculus, majusculus, homuncio; plus- 
culus (from plus) naturally has z. 

6. In compounds, the connecting vowel # is short, ¢.g. navi- 
Sragus, lectisternium. 


LisT OF THE Most IMPORTANT WORDS CONTAINING A LONG 
VOWEL BEFORE Two CONSONANTs.! 
Alcéstis > Gr.” ANxnoris. 


52. A. Alecto: Gr. ’Adnxro. 
abizgnus: see § 38. aliorsum : for *alio-vorsum. 
acatalectus: Gr. dxard\nxros. aliples: Gr. dd\elarns. 
actutum. like actus. Amazon: Gr. *“Aud{wy, 


ago, agere, égt, actus: see § 46. 3.5). | ambustus: see uro. 





1 The following classes of words are omitted from this list: 

a) Most derivatives and compounds. 

6) All words containing #s or nf 

¢) Inchoatives in -asco, -éscd, -1sco. - 

a) Some rare Greek loan-words and proper names. 

e) Nouns and adjectives in -x, whose Genitive (acc. to § 42. 2) shows the 
preceding vowel to be long. 


4 aan 


Word-List. 


anguilla: t acc. to the Romance. 
aprugnus ; see § 38. 
Aquillius: AQVILLIVS: 
12264. 
aratrum. see § 51. I. 
a~deo.; like aridus. 
a ‘hla: Gr. aOdop. 
ahletés: Gr. dOAnrhs. 
a‘vamentum ; \ike ater. 
a'rtum.: from ater; 
CIL. vi. 10025. 
dxilla.: Priscian, iii. 36. 


CIL. vi. 


also ATRIVM, 


B. 

ézrdus, ‘stupid’: from Jaro. 

3édriacum: Buyrptaxdy, 
Otho, 8, 11. 

3ellerophon, -ontis: Gr. -@v, - Svros. 

Kenignus : see § 38; so also the Ro- 
mance. 

bestia, Bestia: Byorlas; Plutarch, 
Marius, 9; Cicero, 3; the Ro- 
mance would point to é. 

bimestris : from ménsis. 

bovillus : from bovinus. 

bubréstis: Gr. BovBpnoris. 

burrus: “acc. to the Romance. 

bustum: u acc.to the Romance; cf 
combustus and ustus. 


Plutarch, 


C. 


catalectus ; Gr. xarddyxros. 

catélla: from caféna ; catella, ‘bitch,’ 
has ¢. 

cattllus: from catinus. 

cetra: better orthography is caetra ; 
see § 61. 

cherurgus ; Gr. xetpoupyds. 

cicatrix: a@ in Plautus, Amphitruo 
446; see § 36. 2. 

ciccus, -um-: 2 acc. to the Romance. 

Cincius: CINCIA, CIL. vi. 14817 ef 
passim. 
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cingo, cingere, cinx1, cnctus: 2 in the 
Perfect and Perfect Participle acc, 
to the Romance; see Karting 
(Wérterbuch, col. 196) ; d’Ovidio 
(Gréber’s Grundriss, p. i. 501 f.); 
cINctvs, CIL. x. 4104; see § 53.5. v. 

clatra, clatrt : Gr. k\q9pa. 

Clytéméstra : Gr. KyXuratuhorpa. 

Cnossus: Gr. Kywoods. 

cago, cogere, coégt, coactus.: see ago. 

comburo, comburere, combusst, combus~ 
tus: see urd and bustum., 

como, comere, compst, complus: 0 acc. 
to the Romance. 

compingo, compingere, compégt, com- 
pactus: see § 46. 3. 5). 

conjunx : CONIVNX, CIL. vi. 6592 e¢ 
passim; but conjux has 4. 

contingo, -ere, contigt, contactus: like 
tango. 

contio. for co-ventio; § 40. 2. a). 

corolla: from corona, 

crabro: ain Plautus, Amphitruo, 707; 
see § 36. 2. 

crastinus: from cras. 

crésco: CRE&SCENS, CIL. xii. 4030 ef 
passim, Gr. Kphoxnvs; also acc. 
to the Romance. 

cribrum: 2 in Plautus, Aostellaria, 
55; see § 36. 2. 

crispus: CREISPINVS, CIL. x. 3514. 
Kpecoretvoy, CIG. Addenda, 4342, 
d. 4. The Romance would point 
toz; but see § 36. 5 fin. 

crusta, crustum: @ in CIL. i. 1199; 
the Romance points both to cras- 
tum and also to a collateral form 
with #, Gréber (Archiv, vi. 384) ; 
KGrting (W<drterbuch, col. 232). 

Ctésiphon, -ontis: Gr. -@v, -@vros. 

cucullus, ‘hood’: the Romance points 
to two forms,—one with #, an- 
other with #; see Gréber (Archiv, 
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1.555 vi. 384); Kérting (Wéorter- 
buch, col. 233) ; cucullus, ‘cuckoo,’ 
has %. 

cunctus - CYNCTI, CIL. ix. 60. 

custos: Kovordéns, Lydus, de Magis- 
tratibus, i. 46; « acc. to the Ro- 
mance, 

Cyclops: Gr. Kixdwy. 


D. 

aéligo, -ere, délégi, délectus: like lego. 

délingud, -ere, deligut, délictus: 2 acc. 
to the Romance. 

délubrum: u in Plautus, Poenulus, 
1175; see § 36. 2. 

demo, demere, démpst, démptus: like 
emo. 

deunx: from dé and uncia. 

déxtans» from dé + sextans. 

dico, dtwcere, dixt, dictus: see § 46. 
3.a). Certain of the Romance lan- 
guages (Fr. dit, Old Ital. dzéio, 
etc.) point to a collateral dictus, 
which Osthoff (A/orphologische Un- 
tersuchungen, iv. 74) thinks be- 
longed to the colloquial language. 
But possibly those Romance lan- 
guages which point to z have sim- 
ply adapted the Participle to the 
vowel of the Present and the Per- 
fect. See Gréber (Archiv, vi. 385). 

adictérium » Gr. deuxrhprov. 

Diéspiter : diés and pater. 

adigladior. for ais + gladior by com- 
pensatory lengthening; see § 89. 

dignus : see § 38 fin. 

adigredior » for dis + gradior by com- 
pensatory lengthening; see § 89. 

dilemma: Gr. dtdjjppa. 

diligo, -ere, diléxt, dilectus: like lego. 

atrigo, -ere, diréexr, directus : like rego. 

dirimo, -ere, dirémi, dirémptus. like 
emo. 


Hidden Quantity. 


distinguo, -ere, distinxt, distinctus: 3 
acc. to the Romance; see d’Ovidio 
(Gréber’s Grundriss, i. p. 502); 
KGrting (Waorterbuch, col. 304); 
of. exstinguo,; see 46. 3. d. 

dolabra.: cf. § 51.1. 

duco, ducere, duxt, ductus; see § 46. 
3. @); PERDVXIT, CIL. xii. 2346 ef 
passim. 

E. 

ébrius « é regularly in Plautus, e.g. 7ré- 
nummus, 812; see § 36. 2. 

eclipsis - Gr. Exreupes. 

effringo, -ere, effrégt, effractus: like 
frango. 

emo, emere, émt, émptus: see § 46. 
3. 5). 

éEmungo, -ere, , emunctus > & acc. 
to the Romance; see d’Ovidio 
(Griéber’s Grundriss, i. p. 515). 





ésca : @ acc. to the Romance. 

Esquiliae, Esquilinus : Gr.’ Hoxvdivos, 
in Strabo, v. 234, 237. 

Etruscus ; cf. Etruria ; Gr.’ Erpotexos. 

existimo: from ex and aestimo,; EXI- 
STIMAVERVNT, CIL. v. 5050. 

exordium » from ordior. 

exstinguo, -ere, exstinxt, exstinctus: 
EXTINcTos, CIL. vi. 25617; of. 
distinguo, see 46. 3. 4. 

extraordinarius.: from ordo. 


F, 


favilla ; FAVILLA, CIL. v. 3143. The 
Romance also seems to point to 2. 

fello: from same root as femina ; Gr. 
OnNus. 

festivus: from festus. 

festus > from the same root as feriae 
(= *fés-iae), ‘holiday’; Ff£STVs in 
CIL. i., Fasti Praenestini for April 
25th. So also in the proper name: 


Word-List. 


Festus : Fistvs, CIL. xii. 3179; F&sti, 
v. 2627; FE&sTax, iii. 5353; Gr. 
@joros, CIA. iii. 635 and fre- 
quently. The Romance points to 
é, indicating that 2 of the classical 
period ultimately became reduced; 
see § 36. 5. 

Sige, figere, fixt, fexus : FIXA, Monu- 
mentum Ancyranum, vi. 18; 2 acc. 
to the Romance. 

jings, fingere, finxt, fictus: 2 acc. to 
the Romance; see § 53s. v. 

firmus; ¥FIrMvM, CIL. iv. 175 e 
passim; the Romance points to 2, 
showing that z of the classical pe- 
riod had become reduced; see 
§ 36. 5. 

fiabrum : see § 51. I. 

fiigo, -ere, flixt, -fltctus: AFLEICTA, 
CIL. i. 1175; the Romance also 
points to 2. 

flosculus » from flos. 

forma: see Donatus on Terence, 
Phormto, 28; Pwpun in Greek in- 
scriptions; Romance also shows 0. 

formula; from forma. 

Jrango, -ere, frégt, fractus: see § 46. 
3. 5). 

frigo, -ere, ——, frictus: 2 acc. to the 
Romance. 

fructus: “acc. to the Romance. Old 


French /rott points to a collateral ! 


fructus ; see Osthoff, Geschichte des 
Perfects, p. §23- 

fruor, fru, fructus sum: 4 acc. to 
the Romance. 

frustra ; FRVSTRA, CIL. vi. 20370. 

frustum : u acc. to the Romance. 

fungor, fungz, functus sum: DE- 
FVNCTIS, CIL. v. 1326; FVNCTO, 
xii. 3176 et passim. 

furtim: from fur. 

Surtivus. from fur. 
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furtum: from fur. 
fustis: u acc. to the Romance, 


G. 
geographia : Gr. yeuypagla. 
Georgtus: Gr. Tedpyus. 
georgicus : Gr. yewpyixés. 
gliscd: § 49. 
glossarium : from Gr. yA@ooa. 
glossema: from Gr. yAwoojpa. 
gryllus: ¥ acc. to the Romance. 


gryps. like Gen. grypis ; § 42. 2. 
H. 


hactenus : like hac. 

Hellespontus : Gr. ‘EXXhorovros. 

Hérculanum: YERCVLANIAE, CIL. 
xii. 1357; ‘HpxovAdveov, Dio Cas- 
sius, Ixvi. 23; ‘HpxAavés, CIA. iii. 
1197. 

hibiscum. 2 acc. to the Romance. 

hillae. from hire, 

hircus : like hirtus. 

hirsutus: like hirtus. 

Hortus and hirtus : 2 acc. to the Ro- 
mance. 

hisco: see § 49. 

Hispellum: cf. Gr. Elawé€\dop, Strabo, 
Vv. 227, 

Hispo, Hispulla: like Hispellum. 

hornus : from hora ? 

horsum : for *ho-vorsum. 

hydrops: like Gen. hydropis,; § 42. 2. 

Hymettus : Gr. ‘Tunrrés. 

Hypermestra: Gr. ‘Trepphorpa. 


I. 
ignis : IGNIS, CIL. xi. 826. 
tlignus : see § 38. 
illorsum : for *2llo-vorsum. 
Illyria » EXLivrico, CIL. i%. p. 77. 
impingo, -ere, impégt, impactus: see 
§ 46. 3. 4). 
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infestus > INFESTI, CIL. v. 2627; of 
manifestus. 

tnlustris: from lux. 

Lolcus > Gr. ’IwiXxéds. 

tnstinctus: see distinguo. 

intellego, intellegere, intellext, intelléc- 
tus. like lego. 

intervallum: from vallus. 

tntrorsum: for *intro-vorsum. 

involucrum.: # in Plautus, Caffivt, 
267; § 36. 2. 


tstorsum : for *tsto-vorsum. 


J. 

jentaculum: see § 40. 2.2). 

jentatio: see § 40. 2. a). 

juglans: from Fov- and glans. 

jungo, -ere, junxt, junctus; see § 46. 
3. 5). 

jurgo. for jurigo, from jus. 

SFustinianus: from justus. 

Justitium: from jus. 

justus: from jus. also rVsto, CIL. ii. 
210; v. 5919. 

juxta, juxtim: from jugis ‘joined 
with.’ 

L. 

labor, labi, lapsus sum: see § 46. 3; 
DILAPSAM, CIL. xi. 3123. 

labrum, ‘bowl’: for lavabrum, la- 
brum, ‘lip,’ has a. 

labrusca: 4 acc. to the Romance. 

laevorsum. for *laevo-vorsum. 

lamna ; syncopated for /amina. 

lardum : syncopated for larzdum. 

Lars, Lartis: LArtT-, CIL. x. 633. 

larva; \ike Jarua, the early Latin 
form, ¢.g. Plautus, Amphitruo, 777; 
Captivt 598. 

latrina: for lavatrina; cf. Plautus, 
Curculto, 580; § 36. 2. 

latro: a in oblatratricem, Plautus, A/%- 
les Gloriosus, 681; § 36. 2. 


Hidden Quantity. | 


lavabrum : see § 51.1. 
lavacrum.: see § 51. 1. 
lego, -ere, légt, lectus: see § 46. 3. | 
lemma: Gr. \jjpma. 
lemniscus : Gr. Anpvloxos. | 
Lémnos : Gr. Afjuvos. 
lentiscus > 2 acc. to the Romance. 
libra: 2 in Plautus, Pseudolus, 816; 
§ 36. 2. 
libro; like Léra. 
fictor: Licror, CIL. vi. 699 and often; 
LicTor, Ephemeris Epigraphica, v. 
51; Aelkrwp, Eckinger (Orthogra- 
phie latetnischer Worter in Grte- 
chischen Inschriften, p. 43). 
lignum: see § 38. 
lubricus: u in Plautus, Miles Glor- 
tosus, 853; § 36. 2. 
luced, -ére, luxr:; see § 46. 3. 
lucta : 4 acc. to the Romance. 
luctor: like lucta. 
luctus: from legeo; also LVCTVvM, CIL. 
vi. 1527 e. 66; LVCTV, CIL. v. 337; 
X. 4041, 2. 
lugeo, lugére, luxt: see § 46. 3. 
lustrum, ‘expiation’: LVSTRVM, Monu- 
mentum Ancyranum, ii. 3, 5, 8; 
ii. 3,6,10; /ustrum, ‘haunt,’ has #. 
lustro: like lustrum. 
luxuria: see luxus. 
luxus: “acc. to the Romance. 
Lycurgus: Gr. Auxoipyos. 


M. 

magnus: see § 38. 

malignus: see § 38; so also the Ro- 
mance. 

malle: for *mah- (magis) + velle. 

manifestus: [MANI]FESTVM, CIL, i. 
Pp. 319; very uncertain. 

Manlius: from Manius; MANLIO, 
MANLIA, CIL. v. 615; MANLIAE, 


ix. 3942. 


Word-List. 


Marcellus, Marcella: from Marcus; 
MARCELLA, CIL., xii. 3188. 

Marctus: from Marcus; MArctvs, 
CIL. v. 555 ef passim, Mdapxiop, 
CIG. 1137. 

Marcus ; MAARCO, CIL, i. 1006; xiv. 
2802; MARCI, Boissieu, /zscriptions 
de Lyon, p. 143; Mdapxos, CIG. 887 
et passim. 

Mars, Martis : MARTIS, Monumentum 
Ancyranum, iv. 21; CIL. x. 809 
et passim. 

Martialis: like Mars. 

massa: Gr. pata. 

matrimonium ; from mater. 

matrix: from mater. 

matrona: from mater; 
CIL. v. 5249. 

maxilla: acc. to Priscian, iii. 36. 

maximus: MAX[IMO, CIL, vi. 2080. 
17. 

masa: Gr. pata. 

mercennarius : for *mercéd-narius. 

Metrodorus: Gr. Myrpddwpos. 

metropolis : Gr. wnt pdrods. 

mille, millia: MILLIA, Monumentum 
Ancyranum, i. 16; MILLIENS, iii. 
343; 2 acc. to the Romance. 

milvus : as in the early Latin mzduos. 

Mostellaria : from monstrum. 

mucro: «in Atta, Frag. 13 (ed. 
Ribbeck); § 36. 2. 

mulleus : “4 acc. to the Romance. 

mullus: u# acc. to the Romance. 

muscerda : from mus. 

musculus: from mus. 

muscus: “acc. to the Romance. 

mustéla: from mus. 

Mycaléssus: Gr. Muxadnoods. 


MATRONA, 


N. 


nanciscor ; see § 49. 
Narnia: Umbrian Nahar- (= a). 
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narro.: NARREM, Boissieu, /nscrip- 
tions de Lyon, p. 136. 

nascor: § 49; NASCERER, Monumen- 
tum Ancyranum, ii. 44 ; NASCENTI- 
Bvs, CIL. xii. 3702. 

nasturctum : from masus. 

nefastus: from nefas. 

neglego, -ere, neglext, negléctus; see 
lego. 

néquidguam (néquicguam) : from abl. 
guid. 

nitor, nitt, nexus sum: see § 46. 3. 

nolle: from ne + *volle (through the 
assimilated form *#o-volle 7). 

nondum: from non and dum, NON- 
DvM, CIL. x. 4041. 6. 

nongentt - for *no(v)engentt. 

nonne. from non. 

nonnull: ; from non and nullus. 

Norba : Gr. NwpBn. 

nosco.: 0 acc. to the Romance. 

nubo, -ere, nupst, nupla~ see § 46. 3. 

nullus: from ne and ullus ; NVLLVM, 
CIL. x. 4787. 

nundinae, nundinum : for *no(v)en- 
dinae; noundinae in early Latin; 
N@NDINVS, CIL. xii. 3650. 

nuntius: for *nove-ntius? (‘news- 
bringer’). 

nuntio. like nuntius. 

nuptiae. like nupta. 

nusquam . like usquam. 

nutrio:; like nutrix. 

nutrix: win Plautus, Curculio, 643; 
nutricatus, Miles Gloriosus, 656; 
nutricant, Miles Gloriosus, 715; 
§ 36. 2. 

obliviscor + see § 49; OBLIVISCEMVR, 
CIL. vi. 6250. 

Oenotria : Gr. Olvwropla. 

olla: for aula; OLLA, CIL. vi. 10006 
et passim. 
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Onchéstus » Gr.”OvxneTOS. 

Opus, -untis: Gr. ’Oroivros. 

orca. o acc. to the Romance. 

ordior : like ordo. 

ordo. ORDINIS, Boissieu, /uscriptions 
de Lyon, p. 136; CIL. ix. 5177; 
xli. 3312; 0 acc. to the Romance. 

orno: ORNARE, CIL. xii. 4333 ef 
passim. 

ornamentum » ORNAMENTIS, CIL. xii. 
3203 ef passim, of. orno. 

oscen: from os. 

oscillum : from osculum. 

oscito: from os. 

osculor » from os. 

Ostia: from os, Gr. Qerla. 

ostium: from os; woria, scholion to 
Aristophanes, Plutus, 330; OSTIVM, 
CIL. vi. 4710; Ost16, Monumen- 
tum Ancyranum, V. 14. 

ovellus: from ovinus. 

Oxus: Gr.’ Méos, in Strabo. 


FP. 

paciscor, pacisct, pactus sum: see 
§ 49. 

Paelignus : see § 38; Gr. TWardtvor in 
Appian, &.C. i. 39. 

palimpsestus : Gr. radlupnoros. 

paluster: from palus. 

pango, pangere, pepigt, pactus: the 
compounds tmpactus, compactus, 
point to a; see § 46, 4. ¢). 

paradigma: Gr. wrapdderypa. 

pasco, pascere, pavr, pastus: see § 49. 

pastillus: like pasco. 

pastio: like pastus. 

pastor: like pastus ; PAASTORES, CIL. 
i. 551; PASTORIS, CIL. x. 827. 

paxillus: acc. to Priscian, iii. 36. 

pegma: Gr. wiyypa. 

pentathlum : Gr. &Odov. 


pergo, pergere, perréxt, perréectus ; like 
rego. 

periclitor ; like pertculum. 

perimo, -ere, perémi, peremptus ; like 
emo. 

Perméssus: Gr. Tlepunoods. 

perrépto. from répto (répo). 

Pessinus, -untis: Gr. Teoowvotvros. 

Phoenissa : like Phoentx. 

pictor. like pictus (pingo). 

pictura : like pictus. 

pigmentum: PIGMENT-, CIL. viii. 
1344; 2 acc. to the Romance. 

pignus: see § 38. 

pingo, pingere, pinxt, pictus : see under 
Jingo, which is precisely parallel. 

pistillum, pistor, prstus (from piso), 
pistrinum, pistrilla; pIstvs, CIL. 
v. 6998. The Romance evidence is 
conflicting, but is favorable to 2. 

plebiscitum ; = plebt scttum, and better 
so written. 

plebs : like genitive p/ebis; PL&ps, CIL. 
v. 6797; xii. 4333. 

plectrum : Gr. wAAKT pov. 

Plisthenés > Gr. Treco6évns. 

plostellum : from plaustrum. 

plusculum ; from plus. 

poetria, -is: Gr. wownrpla, roinropls. 

Polla: = Paulla; PdbiiA, CIL. xii. 
3471; of. the following word. 

Pollio: from Paullus ; PO Lito, CIL. 
vi. 22840 ef passim; TIwANwy in 
Plutarch, Dio Cassius, and else- 
where. 

polluced, -ére, -uxr: § 46. 3. 

Polymestor : Gr. Tlodkuphorwp. 

porrigo, -ere, porrext, porréctus : like 
rego. 

praelustris: like lux. 

pragmaticus: Gr. mpayparixds. 

Praxiteles: Gr. Wpagterédns (xpakis). 


perémptalis: from peremptus (emo). | préndo. for pre-hendg. 


Word-List. 


primordium: from ordior. 

princeps: from primus and capio. 

principalis: from prenceps. 

principatus: from princeps. 

principium : from prenceps. 

Priscianus: from priscus. 

priscus and Priscus: Priscvs, CIL. 
xi. 1940; PrIscvs, CIL. ix. 4354. c; 
IIpetoxos, CIG. 4494 et passim. 

pristinus: like prescus. 

privignus : see § 38. 

procrastino : from cras. 

Procrustés : Gr. Tpoxpoterns. 

profestus: from féstus. 

promo, -ere, prompst, promptus : see 
§ 46.3. 

propugnaculum ; pugno. 

prorsum, prorsus: for *pro-vorsum, 
~SUS. 

prosperus: from pro *spére ? (‘ accord- 
ing to expectation’). 

prostibulum.: from pro and stabulum. 

Publicius, Publicola: from publicus. 
Poplicola is another word, vzz. from 
poplus, early form of fopulus, 
‘ people.’ 

publicus: from pubes; P¥BLICOR[ VM, 
CIL. vi. 1377; # in Plautus, AZiles 
Gloriosus, 102, 103; Captivi, 334 ef 
passim ; § 36. 2; « also acc. to the 
Romance. 

Publilius: like Publius. 

Publius: like publicus. 

pugna: see § 38. 

pugnax ; like pugna. 

pugno. like pugna. 

pugnus.: see § 38. 

pulvillus: from pulvinus; PVLVILLVS, 
CIL. i. Fast? Cap., a. 297. 

pungo, -ere, pupugt, punctus : u acc. to 
the Romance. 

purgo: for *purigo (purus); “ also 
acc. to the Romance, 
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purgamentum : from purgo. 

purgatio: from purgo. 

pustula: from pus; «acc. to the Ro- 
mance. 


Q. 


quartus.: QUARTVS, CIL. iii. 4959; 
Monumentum Ancyranum, iii, 22 
et passim. ; 

quartanus .: like guartus. 

quartdrius: like guartus. 

quiéscd: acc. to Gellius, Noctes Atticae, 
vii. 15, some persons pronounced 
guiésco in his day; but other -sco 
formations have invariably @ before 
SC; guiévi and guiétus also point to 
guiéscd,; QVIESCERE is found CIL. 
vi. 25531. 

qguincunx. from guingue and uéncta. 

guindecim.: from guingue and decem ,; 
z acc. to the Romance. 

quingenti, quingéni, quingentiés : from 


quinque. 

Quingudtris: from quingue; d in 
Plautus, AZiles Gloriosus, 691; 
§ 36. 2. 


guingue. QVINQVE, CIL. vi. 3539 e 
passim, iacc. to the Romance. 

guinqudgintad : from guingue. 

guinguennium ; from guingue. 

guinguiés.: from guingue. 

quintdna.: from qguintus. 

Quintilis: from guintus. : 

Quintilius: from guintus; QvINCTI- 
LI0, CIL. iii. 384. : 

guintus, Quintus, Quinctius: from 
quingue,; QVINTVM, Monumentum 
Ancyranum, iii. 1; t longa occurs 
repeatedly; Kdéewros, CIG. 2003; 
z acc. to the Romance. 

quippe.: for guid (Abl.) and -fe. 

Quorsus : for *guo-vorsus. 


R. 


rastrum : from rado. 

reapse. for ré eapse (Abl.of tsa). 

recté, rector. like réctus. 

rectus: see rego. 

redigo, -ere, redégt, redactus » like ago. 

vedimo, -ere, vedéem1, redémplus: like 
emo; ‘Pedjvrra, CIG. 9811; RE- 
DEMPTA, CIL. vi. 22251. | 

vredemplio, redémptor : from redimo. 

regnum. see § 38. 

regno. like regnum. 

regnator, regnatrix ; from régno. 

rego,-ere, rext, rectus: see § 46. 3. 4). 

relinquo, -ere, reliqut, relictus: see 
§ 46. 3.4). 

reminiscor, -t: see § 49. 

repo, répere, répsi, réplum ; see § 46. 3. 

vestingud,-ere, restinxt, restinctus : see 
distinguo. 

rixa: 2 acc. to the Romance. 

roscidus : from 7s. 

Roscius; Réscio, CIL. vi. 2060, 5; 
‘Pwoxtos, Plutarch, Cicero, 33 53 
Pompey, 15. 

rostrum: from rodo,; podorpov, He- 
sychius. — 

Rostra: from rostrum. 

Roxana + Gr. ‘Pwtdvy. 

ructo: acc. to the Romance (Grdéber, 
Archiv, v. p. 370). 

ructus : like ructo. 

rursus. for *re-vorsus. 

rusticus: from rus; Rv¥sticvs, CIL. 
ix. 4012; # acc. to the Romance. 


S. 
salignus, saligneus: see § 38. 
SQNC10, Sanctre, sanxt, sanctus: see 
§ 46. 3. 4). 
Sarsina » SASSINAS in an inscription. 
scéptrum : Gr. oxiwr pov. 
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scisco: see § 49; D[ESC]ISCENTEM, 
Monumentum Ancyranum, v. 28. 

scribo, -ere, scripst, scriptus: see § 46. 
3; SCRIPTVM, CIL. vi. 2011; CON- 
SCREIPTVM, CIL. i. 206. 87; 109; 
cOnscRipTIs, CIL. x. 3903; 2 acc. 
to the Romance ; Umbrian screthtor 
= screptos (Nom. Plu.). 

segmen: like ségmentum. 

segmentum : see § 39. 

ségnis : SEGNIS in a Herculanean papy- 
rus. 

seligo, séligere, sélegi, séléctus: like 
lego. 

Selinus, -untis: Gr. Dedwvobvros. 

semestrts : for *ses-méstris, *sexmestris; 
see § 89. 

sémuncia ; from sémi- and uncia, 

septunx : from uncia. 

séscuncia : for sésqui- and uncia. 

sescuplex, sescuplus: for sésqui- and 
~plex. 

Sesostris : Léoworpes. 

Sésqui- 2 = sémisque-. 

sestertius : for semis tertius. 

Sestius: Gr. Doris, in Cic. ad Ait. 
vii. 17. 2 e¢ passim; Znorla, CIA. 
ili. 1450. 

Séstos, Sestiz: Gr. Zyords, Dhorior. 

Signia ; SEIG[NIA, CIL. i. 11. 

signum SEIGNVM, CIL. xiv. 4270; 
SIGNA, Boissieu, Jmscriptions de 
Lyon, p. 606; cf § 38 fin. 

significo, stgno.: like signum. 

sinistrorsus: for *sintstro-vorsus. 
sistrum : Gr. wetorpov. 

sobrius : 0 in Plautus, Ailes Gloritosus, 
812; § 36. 2. 

Socrates: Gr. Zwxpdrns. 

solstitium - from sol. 

Sophron : Gr. Dwppwv. 

sospes: Gr. ZGomis, CIA. iii. 1161 et 
passim, 
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sospita, sospito: like sospes. 

stagno ; like stagnum. 

slagnum.: see § 38. 

stilla : 2 acc. to the Romance. 

stillicidium, stillo: like stilla. 

struo, -ere, struxt, structus: see § 46. 
3. 5); # also acc. to the Romance. 

structor : like structus ; of. STRVCYOR, 
CIL. x. 708; # acc. to Gellius, xii. 
3. 4 

structura < like structus. 

sublustris : like lux. 

substructio: like structus. 

suescos as in suevt, suctus. 

SUgo, -ere, suxt, suctus: see § 46. 3; 
“acc. to the Romance. 

sutllus : from suinus. 

Sumo, -ere, sumpst, sumptus: see § 46. 
3; # also acc. to the Romance. 

stemptus: from sumo. 

surculus : from surus. 

surgo, -ere, surréxt, surréctus: like 
rego. 

sursum : for *su-vorsum. 

sutrina . like sutor. 

Sutrium: «“ in Plautus, Casina 524; 
§ 36. 2. 

syllépsis: Gr. cbd\rAnYis. 


T. 
tango, -ere, tetigt, tactus. see § 46. 3. 4). 
tactio: like tactus. 
Tartéssus: Gr. Taprnacds. 
taxillus: acc. to Priscian, iii. 36. 
Tecméssa : Gr. Téxunooa. 
tectum: from tego. 
tego, -ere, text, lectus: see § 46. 3. 4). 
Telméssus » Gr. TeXunoods. 
Témnos: Gr. Tyres. 
Termeéssus : Gr. Tepunocds. 
teruncius: from uncia. 
theatrum : Gr. 0¢arpop. 
fignum.: see § 38. 
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Tillius : TILLIVS, CIL. vi. 2043. 

tingo,-ere, tinxt, tinctus : see § 46. 3. 0). 

tractim » like tractus. 

tracto: like tractus. 

traho, -ere, traxt, tractus: see § 46. 
3. 6). 

Trapezus, 
-oUrTos. 

triformts.: from forma. 

tristis: TRIsTIOR, CIG. 6268; 2 also 
acc. to the Romance. 

tructa: “ acc. to the. Romance. 


-untis: Gr. Tparetois, 


Uz. 


ullus: from unus; VLLA, CIL. ii. 
1473; VLLI, CIL. vi. 10230. 

ulna: Gr. wdrévn. 

ulva : like uligo. 

uncia. like unus. 

unctio.: like unctus (ungo). 

undecim, undectmus: from unus and 
decem. 

undéevigintt, etc.: like unus. 

ungo, -ere, unxt, unctus: see § 46. 
3. 4). 

uro, -ere, usst, ustus: u@ in the Perfect 
Participle acc. to the Romance; for 
the #@ in wssz, see § 538. v. 

uspiam ; like usque. 

usquam ; like usque. 

usque: “# acc. to the Romance. 

ustrina. like ustus. 

usurpo: usu rapio? 


V. 


vallum, vallus: VALLARI, CIL. ii. 
4509 ; also VALLIvs, VALLIA, CIL, 
xiv. 4039. 

vallaris ; see vallum, 

vallo: see vallum. 

vasculum : like vas. 

vastus: the Teutonic languages point 
to a long root vowel. 
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Vectis, ‘Isle of Wight’: Gr. Ovnxrls. 

vegranais: from vé- and grandis. 

Velabrum: a in Plautus, Curculio, 
483; § 36. 2. 

vendo. from vénum and do. 

vernus: from ver. 

vestibulum: vée- + stabulum? Cf. pro- 
stibulum. 

vestigium : ve + steigh-? 

vexillum: VEXILLO, CIL. xii. 3167; 
Byzantine Gr. BjeAAa; CIG. 4483, 
ovntiAAare(@)oev; also acc. to Pris- 
cian, iii. 36. 

victus: from vivo. 

villa; vILLA, CIL. vi. 9834; the Ro- 
mance points to 2. 

vindémia. from vinum and demo. 

Vipsanius: VIPSANI, CIL. vi. 12782; 
VIPSANIA, CIL. vi. 8877; Bednos, 


CIG, 5709. 
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Vipstanus : VIPSTANVS, CIL. vi. 2039 
and frequently ; Ovdvewravoi, CIG, 
5837, 6.; CIA. iii. 621. 

viscus » VISCERIS, CIL. vi. 1975. 

ULU0, ere, Uixt, viclum: see § 46. 3; 
VEIXIT, CIL. xiv. 2485; VvIxiT, 
CIL. ii. 3449; VIctr¥Ro, CIL. vi. 
12,562; fetter in an inscription 
cited by Eckinger (Orthographie 
Lat. Worter in Griech. Inschrif- 
“ten, Pp. 43)- 

victus: like vivo. 

Vopiscus: Gr. Ovowetoxos; vOPIsco, 
CIL. x. 4872. 


X. 
Xenophon, -ontis: Gr. Revopay, -Ovros. 


Ze 
zoster: Gr. {worhp. 


58. Worps wHOSE HmpeN QUANTITIES ARE IN DISPUTE. 


agnatus, agnotus, etc.: a@ Marx; see 
§ 38. 

agnus. a acc. to all the authorities; 
but see § 38. 

allicto; some scholars mark the e of 
the Perfect long in aMext, illext, 
pellext; and likewise in -sfexz 
(aspext, conspext, etc.), flext, pext, 
vext. This marking rests upon a 
statement of Priscian in ix. 28. But 
Priscian in this passage simply says 
that Perfects in -xz have a long 
vowel before the x only when the 
vowel is ¢; he does not state that 
every ¢ is long before -xz. More- 
over, little weight is to be attached 
to this testimony; for in the para- 
graph immediately preceding (ix. 


27) Priscian lends the weight of 
his authority to such forms as ¢vax2, 
manst, duxt, which certainly had 
a long vowel in the best period. 
Osthoff (Geschichte des Perfects, p. 
227) and Brugmann (Grundriss 
der Vergleichenden Grammattk, ii. 
p. 1182) support @ in Perfects of 
this type by arguments drawn from 
comparative grammar ; but the evi- 
dence does not warrant a positive 
conclusion in their favor. 

amygdalum : Marx, without citation 
of evidence. Gréber (Archiv, i. 240) 
and Kérting (Wérterbuch, col. 45) 
give y. 

Appulus, Appulia: A Marx. Apulus, 
Apulia are the better spelling. 


Disputed Words. 


arca: @ Marx and Lewis (E.L.D.). 
The word occurs with the afex 
(ARCAE) in Boissieu, Jnscriptions 
de Lyon, p. 279, but it is doubtful 
whether this single instance justi- 
fies our recognizing the a as long. 
The root @erc-, ‘hold, confine,’ had 
originally a short vowel, as is shown 
by coerceo (for *co-arceo); *arceo 
would have retained the a2 in com- 
position; see § 72. Nevertheless 
it is undeniable that a tendency ex- 
isted in certain localities to lengthen 
the short vowel before r + a con- 
sonant. In some words this re- 
sulted in permanent lengthening of 
short vowels in the classical speech, 
e.g. in forma, quartus (ff. quat- 
tuor); orca, and probably in ordo, 
ordior, ormo. In case of other 
words we simply meet isolated 
local manifestations of the ten- 
dency, ¢.g. in ARVALI, CIL. vi. 913; 
LIBERTIS, CIL. x. 3523; SERVILIO, 
Henzen, 6490; virco, CIL. vi. 
2150; VIRTVTIs, CIL. vi. 449; 
CORVINVS, vi. 2041; ORFITO, vi. 
353; CORDIAE, vi. 22,915; NAR- 
BONE, xii. 3203; NARBONENSIS, xii. 
3163 ; HORT[OS, vi. 9493; COHORT- 
[1s, vi. 2993; FOrtT[Is FORTVNAE, 
vi. 9493; FORTVNATA, Vi. 7527. Yet 
these sporadic inscriptional mark- 
ings hardly justify our assuming 
arvum, arvalis, libértus, servus, 
virgo, etc., for the classical speech ; 
and the same applies to avca. See 
Seelmann, Aussprache des Latein, 
p- or. 

Arruns: A Marx. 

arundo: «4 Lewis (E.L.D.), appar- 
ently on the basis of a statement 
by an anonymous sixth century 
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grammarian (Keil, viii. rrr. 14); 
but the Romance points to «. 
Gréber, Archiv, i. 243; K6rting, 
Weorterbuch, col. 71. 

arvum, arvalis; see arca. 

ascend o, ascrrbo, etc.: a Marx; see § 48. 

ascia: a Marx; see § 89. 

Asclépiadés ; A Marx. 

Asculum ; A Marx. 

aspernor, asporto, etc.. a Marx; see § 48. 

aspicto, ere, ext, ectus: éxt Lewis; see 
above under e@d/zczo. 

assus: @ Marx, as if for *arsus, which 
is improbable. See Osthoff, Ge- 
schichte des Perfects, p. 545. 

astus: @ Marx, as if for *axtus,; see 
§ 89. 

attrecto: @ Marx, who explains a¢#- 
trécto as for attracto (from tractus) ; 
but @ never becomes é in Latin; 
on the other hand the vocalism of 
attrecto points necessarily to a pre- 
vious *at-tracto (see § 46. 4. ¢). 
Unless, therefore, we reject the 
evidence in favor of ¢vactus as the 
regular form of the participle of 
traho and its compounds (see § 46. 
3. 5), we shall have to assume the 
existence of an original ‘by-form’ 
tractus, to which we shall refer 
attrecto, contrecto, obtrecto, etc. Simi- 
lar doublets existed in case of d2c- 
tus: dictus (§ 52.8. v.); fructus: 
frictus (§ 52. s. v.), and possibly 
latus : *latus (whence Latium, ‘the 
broad country’). 

axis: a@ Marx, without warrant; Cha- 
risius (Keil, i. 11. 22) and Diome- 
des (Keil, i. 428) both testify to 2. 

braccae: a@ Marx; see § 88. I. 

bés, bessis: @ in oblique cases Marx ; 
but in view of Quintilian’s state- 
ment (i. 7. 20) that ss was not 
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written after a long vowel in the 
post-Ciceronian period, it is much 
more probable that the word fol- 
lowed the analogy of as, assis. 
Osthoff, Geschichte des Perfects, p. 
545- 

caballus: a Marx, as if a diminutive 
from an assumed *cadanus, for 
which there is no warrant. 

Camillus: 2 acc. to Appendix Probi 
(Keil, iv. p. 197); #¢ acc. to Mar- 
tianus Capella (p. 66. 4, ed. Eys- 
senhardt). 

capesso: é acc. to Osthoff (Geschichée 
des Perfects, p. 221), who regards 
capesso, facesso, lacesso, as origi- 
nally aorists of the same type as 
habesso, licesstt, etc. Brugmann 
(Grundriss, ii. p. 1203), taking a 
different view of the formation, re- 
gards the ¢ as short. 

carduus.: possibly a, if from the same 
root as car-ex, ‘sedge’ (lit. ‘rough 
plant’ ?). 

carrus, carruca: @ Marx. 

Cassandra: Cass- Marx. 

cédo, -ere, cesst, cessurus: @ Marx; 
cesst acc. to Priscian, ix. 27; the 
Romance languages point to e¢ in 
both cessz, and cessurus (d’Ovidio, 
in Gréber’s Grundriss, i. p. 510; 
Osthoff, Geschichte des Perfects, p. 
537). Kéorting, Wérterbuch, col. 
186, strangely gives @. 

cesso: @ Marx; see cédo. 

cingod, -ere, cinxt, cunctus: Marx and 
Lewis (E.L.D.) regard the z as 
short in cinxt, cinctus; likewise 
in -stinxt, -stinctus ,» tinxt, tinctus 
(except that Lewis has “nctus); 
and in pinxt, finxt. The Romance 
languages seem to point to z in the 
Perfect and Perfect Participle of all 


these words, ¢.g. Italian czs2, cinto > 
stinst, stinto, finsi, finto, etc. In- 
scriptions, moreover, give EXTINC- 
Tos, cIncTvs. See d’Ovidio in 
Grober’s Grundriss, i. p. 501 f. ; 
K6rting, Wérterbuch, and Fréhde 
in Bezzenberger's Beitrage, xvi. 
Pp. 193. 

classis: @ Marx, on the basis of an 
assumed etymological connection 
with clarus. 

cognatus, cognomen, cognosco, and other 
words beginning with cogn-: the o 
here is usually regarded as long; 
but the evidence is not sufficient to 
warrant this view; see § 38. 

confestim: é@ Marx, after the analogy 
of manifestus, which latter is some- 
what uncertain. 

conjungo, conjunx: 0 Marx, on the 
basis of CONIVGI, CIL. v. 1066; 
vi. 9914, which are too improbable 
to merit acceptance. 

conspictd, -ere, ext, ectus: éxt Lewis; 
see above under allicio. 

contrecto: @ Marx; see attrecto. 

damma: a Marx; see § 88. 1. 

déspicto, -ere, ext, ectus: -2xt Lewis 
(E.L.D.) ; see under al/tcto. 

detrecto: @ Marx; see attrecto. 

aiscidium, discribo, disto, distinguo, 
distringo. dts- Marx and Lewis 
(E.L.D.) ; see § 48. 

disco: 2 Marx, on the theory of com- 
pensatory lengthening (d@tsco for 
*di-dc-sco) ; see § 89. 

distingud, -ere, nxt, wnctus: see cingo. 

duumvir: « Marx and Lewis 
(E.L.D.) ; see § 42. I. 

Dyrrhachium : y Marx, who cites the 
modern name Durazzo. 

énormis » 0 Marx and Lewis (E.L.D.); 
see norma. 


rs Rd es 9 ees a, 


Disputed Words. 


Erinnys: 2 Marx; cf. § 88.1. 

exstinguod, -ere, inxt, inclus. see dis- 
uinguo. 

facesso: 
capesso. 

fastigium: @ Marx, on the theory 
of compensatory lengthening; see 
§ 89. 

fastus, ‘disdain’: @ Marx, on the 
theory of compensatory lengthen- 
ing; § 89. 

festinus, festind : @ Marx, on the the- 
ory of compensatory lengthening, 
as though for fendt-,; see § 89. 

festuca, fistuca: @ and 2 Marx, on the 
theory of compensatory lengthen- 
ing (see § 89), as though for /erst-. 

Jingo, -ere, finxi, fictus: see cingo. 

fistula: 2 Lewis (E.L.D.), but the 
Romance shows 7; Grdber (4r- 
chiv, ii. 288) ; Korting (Wéorter- 
buch, col. 328). 

flecto,-ere, flexi: flext Lewis (E.L.D.); 
see under adlzczo. 

fiuctus;: d’Ovidio in Grober’s Grund- 
riss, i. p. 515, and KGrting, Wér- 
terbuch, col. 334, regard the # as 
long on the basis of the Romance ; 
but it is admitted that the evidence 
is not altogether clear. If Italian 
fiotto is the descendant of Latin 
fiuctus, this points to zw. 

fur, -ere, fluxt, fluxus: fluxt, Lewis 
(E.L.D.); fluxt, fuxus, Korting 
(Worterbuch, col. 334); luxus, 
d’Ovidio (Gréber’s Grundriss, i. p. 
515); but the evidence is ex- 
tremely scanty and conflicting. 

fons, fontis: o in the oblique cases, 
Lewis (E.L.D.), see § 41. 

fors, forsit, forsttan, forte, fortasse, 
fortassis, fortuna, fortuttus: 0 
Lewis, apparently on the basis of 


@ Lewis (E.L.D.); see 
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the afex in CIL. vi. 9493; 7527. 
But the second of these occurs in 
an inscription which has HORTISs. 
See under arca. Marx writes for- 
sit and forsttan on the basis of the 
Romance. This may be correct for 
these two words; but it is difficult 
to believe that the other words of 
this group have o. Greek trans- 
literations show pépriv, Pdpris. 

Jortasse, fortassis : a@ Marx, who cites 
nothing in support. 

Jrendo, -ere, frendut, frésus, or fres- 
sus: -éssus Marx; § 98. 2. 

Jrons, frondis : 0 in the oblique cases, 
Lewis; see § 41. 

Jrons, frontis : o in the oblique cases, 
Lewis; see § 41. 

Juttilis : u Marx; see § 88.1. 

Garumna: «% Marx. 

garrio, garrulus: a Marx, who con- 
nects with Gr. ydpuw. 

gigno : by most authorities ; see § 38. 

gluttio, gluttus: u Marx; see § 88. 1. 

grallae: a Marx. 

hallucinor: a Marx; see § 88. 1. 

helluo: @ Marx; see § 88. 1. 

hesternus: hés- Lewis, on the testi- 
mony of Marius Victorinus (Keil, 
vi. 15. 15). Historical grammar 
shows that the e was originally 
short. Cf hert, Gr. x6és, ete. 
Hence, it is doubtful whether the 
isolated statement of a fourth cen- 
tury grammarian should receive 
credit as an index of the classical 
pronunciation. 

hircus: the quantity of the 7 is doubt- 
ful, as the Romance words upon 
which judgment is based may be 
‘semi-literary’; see § 36. 5 fin. 
Cf. Gréber (Archiv, iii. 139); 
KGrting ( Worterbuch, col. 389). 
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hirundo.: u Lewis, on the basis of an 
anonymous sixth century gramma- 
rian (Keil, viii. 111. 14). But the 
Romance points unanimously to 
wu; see Grdber (Archiv, iii. 139) ; 
Korting ( Wérterbuch, col. 389). 

hispidus: 2 Marx and Lewis. Marx 
cites the Romance, but the word 
is probably ‘literary’ in the Ro- 
mance; see § 36. 5 fin. Neither 
Gréber nor KGrting include it in 
their collections. 

2c0, icere, tcl, ictus: ictus Marx; but 
zco seems to have been the normal 
present; while 2co occurs only in 
rare cases of metrical lengthening. 
Hence, in the absence of specific 
evidence, icfus is more probable 
than ictus. 

immo: immo Marx, in view of tmus ; 
but cf § 88. 1. 

incesso: @ Marx; see cédo. 

tmspictd, -ere, ext, ectus: -éxt Lewis; 
see allicio. 

intercessio: @ Marx; see cédo. 

Jubeo, -ére, jusst, jussus: Jusst, jussus 
Marx; jusst, jussus Lewis. The 
only authority for # in jussus is 
Vssvs, CIL. vi. 77. But the apex 
here is entitled to no weight. The 
same inscription has at least one 
other error in the use of the apex, 
viz. ANNIVS. In favor of jusst we 
find 1¢ss[1T, CIL. xii. 1930; IVssIT, 
iv. 25531; and IovsitT, CIL. i. 547 
a, e¢ passim in inscriptions of 
the ante-classical period. The sim- 
plest solution of the difficulties is 
to recognize an ante-classical jzsz, 
which is well attested by Quintilian 
in i. 7. 21, and a classical jzssz. 
The shortening occurs in accord- 
ance with the principle explained 


in § 88. r. In view of Quintilian’s 
additional statement that jussz was 
the orthography of his day, and 
that ss was not written after a long 
vowel (i. 7. 20) this is almost a nec- 
essary conclusion. The afex in CIL. 
xii. 1930 is then a blunder, a result 
of the confusion of jusz and jzssz. 
See Osthoff, Geschichte des Per/ects, 
p. 532 ff.; Brugmann, Greundriss, 
ii. 1182; Froéhde, Bezzendberger’s 
Beitrage, xvi. p. 184. 

Juppiter: u Marx; see § 88. 1. 

lacesso: @ Lewis; see capesso. 

lasctvus : @ Marx, on the basis of an 
assumed etymology, which con- 
nects the word with the root /as- 
(lar-) of larua. 

libertus: @ Lewis; see arca. 

hbertas: @ Lewis ; see arca. 

limpidus : 4 Marx, on the basis of the 
Romance indo, so K6rting, Wér- 
terbuch, col. 454; but others ques- 
tion the connection of indo with 
Aimpidus, and refer the former word 
to a Germanic origin. 

littera : 2 Marx; see § 88. 1. 

Messalla: a Marx; see § 88. 1. 

misceo, miscere, miscui, mixtus: i 
throughout acc. to Marx; mzxtus 
Lewis. The Romance shows 2? 
throughout. Grdber, Archiv, iv. 
117; Ké6rting, Wéorterbuch, col. 
494; 496. 

mitto, mittere, mitst, missus: mitssus 
Lewis (E.L.D.). The Romance 
points to z; a few suspicious in- 
stances of 2 Jomga occur, eg. DI- 
MIssis, CIL. iii., p. 862 (shown by 
Osthoff, Geschichte des Perfects, p. 
526, to be probably a blunder); 
MISSIONE, x. 7890; REMISSA, xi. 
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Disputed 


mons, montis: 6 in oblique cases, 
Lewis; see § 41. 

musca: “4 Marx; # acc. to the Ro- 
mance. 

musso : % Marx, who compares mu/zo. 

mussito: u Marx; see musso. 

Narbo, Narbonénsis: a Marx; see 
under arca. 

mescio, nescius: @ Lewis; but com- 
pare negueo. The Romance points 
to ¢. 

norma. 0 Marx, who connects with 
Gr. yrwpipos. 

musquam: u Lewis; see usquam. 

obtrecto: @é Marx; see attrecto. 

ostrum : 0 Marx, who connects with 
austrum. 

pannus: a Marx; cf. § 88.1. 

pellicto: see allicio. 

perspicto: see aspicto. 

pestis: @ Marx, in accordance with a 
fanciful etymology. 

pilleus : 2 Marx; see § 88. 1. 

pingo,; see cingo. 

pons, pontis - oin oblique cases, Lewis; 
see § 41. 

posca: 0 Marx, who compares fo0-cu- 
lum; but the root had also a re- 
duced form f0- (§ 69); of Gr. 
WOTOY. 

posco. o Marx, on the theory of com- 
pensatory lengthening (posco for 
*porsco); see § 89. 

postulo: 6 Marx, as in the case of 
pose. 

promiscuus : + Marx, as in the case of 
misceo. 

propinguus: + Lewis; but the Pro- 
vencal, which apparently is the 
only Romance language that in- 
herited the word from Latin, points 
to 2. 

pulmo: «u Marx and Lewis. Marx 
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compares Gr. rAevywr, which proves 
nothing for Latin; the Romance 
points tow. Cf Stolz, Lat. Gram., 
p- 283, who explains pu/mo as for 
*plmo; see § 100. I. 

quousque. Lewis «; see usque. 

vecessus: @ Marx; see cédo. 

respicto, -ere, ext, ectus: -ext Lewis; 
see allicio. 

Sallustius » a Marx. 

secessus: @ Marx; see cédo. 

sescentt; sés- Marx and Lewis, on the 
theory of compensatory lengthen- 
ing; see § 89. Marx compares 
Séestius (for Sextius), but 2 in that 
word is exceptional. See Frihde, 
Bezzenberger’s Beitrage, xvi. 204. 

sinciput: 1 Marx and Lewis, on the 
basis of the etymology sémi + caput, 
t.¢. sinciput for *sénciput by vowel 
assimilation; § go. 

stannum: a Marx, on the basis of 
the ‘ by-form,’ s‘agzum. 

stella: stela acc. to the Romance; 
probably the form with two 7’s had e. 

strenna ; @ Marx; see § 88. 1. 

supparum: u Marx; cf § 88. 1. 

suspicto, -ere, ext, ectus: u Marx; see 
§ 48. On suspext, see allicio. 

faxo.: a Marx. 

testa: @é Marx and Lewis, on the theory 
of compensatory lengthening (¢esta 
for *tersta); see § 89. The Ro- 
mance points to e. 

testis, testor, testamentum, testimo- 
nium, etc.: @ Marx, on the theory 
of compensatory lengthening (¢és¢is 
for *terstis); see § 89. 

tingud, -ere, tinxr, tinctus : see cingo. 

torred, -ére, torrut, tostus ; tostus Marx, 
on the theory of compensatory 
lengthening (¢ostus for *torstus); 
see § 89. The Romance points to 
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o. See d’Ovidio in Gréber’s Grund. 
riss, i. p. 520; KoOrting ( Wérter- 
buch, col. 726); Gréber (Archiv, 
vi, 129). 

tressis: @ Marx; see bes, bessts. 

Tusct; # Marx and Lewis, on the 
theory of compensatory lengthen- 
ing (Zusce for * Turscz); see § 89. 
The Romance points to z. 

Tusculum: u Marx and Lewis; see 
Tusct. 

ultra, ulterior, ultimus, etc.: u Marx 
and Lewis, on the basis of an al- 
leged apex in VLTRA, Boissieu, /”- 
scriptions de Lyon, p. 136. But 
the apex does not occur there. See 
Lindsay, Latin Language, p. 595. 
The Romance points to z. 

urceus. u Marx, who cites drca; but 
the Romance points to z. 

urna: wu Marx and Lewis. Marx 
compares urznator,; but urna is 
to be referred to the root arc-, 
weak form urc- (§ 100. 2), whence 
ur(c)na. The Italian urna, if a 
genuine Latin inheritance, would 
point to #; but it is probably 
purely literary; § 36. 5 fin. 

urd, -ere, usst, ustus: usst Marx; but 
Priscian (Keil i. 466. 6) gives zssz. 
See under jzdeo. 

viscum: 2 Marx and Lewis. Marx 
cites the evidence of the Romance; 


but Gréber (Archiv, vi. 144), K6r- 
ting (Wéorterbuch, col. 766), and 


d’Ovidio (Gréber’s Grundriss, i. p.. 


503), interpret the Romance as 
pointing to z. 

vectigal, vectis, vecto, vector, vectura, 
etc.: @ Lewis. The only evidence 
is that furnished by the Romance 
in the case of vectis,; this points 
to¢. The related words must have 
had the same quantity. 

veho, -ere, vext, vectus: Vext, vectus 
Lewis. For véxz,see under @éficio; 
on vectus, see vectigal. 

Venafrum .: a Marx, and the lexicons; 
on what grounds is not clear. 

vescus : @ Marx, on the basis of the 
questionable etymology vé + ésca. 

vexo. @ Lewis; see vectigal. 

victor, victus, victoria, etc.: 2 Lewis, 
on the basis of repeated inscrip- 
tional markings, such as VICToR, 
CIL. vi. 10056; 10115; 1058; 
VICTORINVS, vi. 1058; VICTORIAM, 
vi. 2086; INVICTAI, vi. 353. But 
with a single exception no one of 
these inscriptions can be shown to 
antedate the third century A.D.; 
and I quite agree with Christiansen 
(de Apicibus et I longis, p. 49) in 
the view that in the classical period 
the 2 was short; later, apparently 
it was lengthened. 


CHAPTER IV. 
ACCENT. 


See BRUGMANN, Grundriss, i. §§ 679 ff.; SToLz, Lateinische Grammatik? 
pp. 317 ff.; Lateintsche Lautlehre, pp. 95 ff.; SEELMANN, Aussprache des 
Latein, pp. 15 ff.; Linpsay, Latin Language, pp. 148 ff. 


54. Accent in general is the prominence of one special syllable 
of a word as compared with the other syllables of the same word. 
This prominence may manifest itself in three different ways. Thus: 

1. A syllable may be made prominent by ‘stressing’ it, z.¢e. by 
uttering it with a more energetic expulsory act on the part of the 
lungs (s¢ress accent). The English and German accent are of 
this nature. 

2. A syllable may be made prominent by uttering it at a higher 
pitch than the other syllables of the same word (musical accent). 
The Greek and Sanskrit accent were of this kind. 

3. Asyllable may be guanttathvely prominent, z.e. its time may 
be greater than that of the other syllables of the same word. No 
language was ever accented essentially on the quantitative princi- 
ple alone ; but traces of the operation of this principle are notice- 
able at one stage of Latin accentuation. 

Neither stress accent nor musical accent prevails alone in any 
language. As a rule the one constitutes the essential accentual 
principle of a language, while the other is subordinate. Thus in 
English we notice chiefly the stress accent ; but the rise and fall of 
pitch also exists as a feature of the spoken language. 


55. 1. The Latin accent was essentially a stress accent; so far 
as a musical accent existed, it was subordinate to the other. In 
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the prehistoric period the Latin accent rested upon the initial 
syllable of the word. In this respect Latin represents a deviation 
from the accentuation of the Indo-European parent-speech. In 
the parent-speech the accent was free, z.¢e. it might rest upon any 
syllable of a polysyllabic word. Evidences of the prehistoric 
Latin accent (i.e. the stress accent on the initial syllable) are seen 
in the weakening of unaccented vowels and in the loss of unac- 
cented syllables. Thus: 

a) Vowel-weakening : exerceo for *éx-arceo; conficio for *cén- 
facio; existumo for *éxaistumo; intmicus for *in-amicus ; con- 
tubernalis for *céntabernalis ; cecidi for *cécaidt (caedo) ; concludo 
for *cén-claudo; Manihus for Mdnihus. 

6) Syllable-loss: reppulz for *ré-pepuli; surpui for *sur-rapui; 
un-decim for *t&no-decem. 

2. In course of time another factor seems to have become 
operative in Latin accentuation, vz. guanity. Apparently a long 
penult came to assume such prominence as to receive a secondary 
stress. Thus péperct became pépérci,; inimicus became inimicus ; 
éxistumamus became éxistumdmus. Where the penult was short, 
the preceding syllable seems to have received the secondary 
accent, as éxistumo for éxistumo, confictunt for cénficiunt. Ulti- 
mately this secondary accent prevailed over the primary initial 
accent, and thus established the traditional accentuation of the 
historical period, the so-called ‘Three Syllable Law,’ by which the 
accent is restricted to the last three syllables of a word, resting 
upon the penult if that is long, otherwise upon the antepenult. 
Yet the first syllable of Latin words seems to have always retained 
a certain degree of prominence; for it is regularly retained in 
Romance, while unaccented syllables in the interior of a word 
frequently vanish. 

3. It is extremely improbable that Latin in the historical period 
was as strongly stressed as English and German, for example. 
One reason for this is found in the accentuation of the Romance 
languages. These, in the main, retain the Latin accent in its 
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original position, but they all agree in showing a much slighter 
degree of stress on the accented syllable than exists in English or 
German. More weighty is the evidence of Latin poetry. Here 
the quantitative principle is the fundamental basis of the verse. 
A decided stress accent would have conflicted with this to the 
extent of obscuring the metrical character of the verse. More- 
over, we often find Latin words containing an unbroken succession 
of long syllables, ¢.g. edicebatur. A strong stress accent is incon- 
sistent with such conditions, as may be seen from the strongly 
stressed modern languages. Cf Eng. inévitable with Latin ine- 
vitabile, While, therefore, stress always remained the essential 
characteristic of the Latin accentuation, yet the stress was rela- 
tively slight, and probably slighter in the historical period after 
the establishment of the ‘Three Syllable Law,’ than in the pre- 
historic period when the principle of initial accentuation pre- 
vailed. It seems a fair conclusion that the diminution in the 
intensity of the stress accent was due to the encroachments of 
the quantitative principle. Thus a long penult is seen to have 
developed a secondary stress which ultimately gained complete 
ascendancy and became the primary accent of the word. 

4. Attention has been called in the Grammar, § 6, 4, to cases 
where, by the loss of a final vowel, the accent has come to stand 
upon the last syllable of certain words. Other instances of the 
same sort are disturbdt for disturbavit; minit for miunivit. The 
principle is stated by Priscian (xv. 17-18). <Arpinds, Samnis, 
nostras, Campans, etc., are also cited by the grammarians as 
having an accent upon the last syllable, as though for A7pinats, 
Samnitis, nostrétis, Campdnus, etc. See, for example, Priscian 
iv. 22. Such forms as denefacit, satsfacit, are properly written 
bene factt, ete. 

5. Various Latin grammarians have seemed to support the 
theory of the existence of a musical accent in Latin, ¢.g. Nigidius 
Figulus (in Gellius, Moctes Atticae xiii. 26. 1-3); Audacis Ex- 
cerpta (Keil, vii. 357. 14 ff.); Priscian, de Accentu, 2.5. ‘These 
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writers recognize an acute (”) and a circumflex (*), and lay 
down specific rules for their employment. According to them, 
the acute stood upon all short vowels as nwx, béne, véterem, and 
upon a long vowel in the antepenult, as régibus. It also stood 
upon a long vowel of the penult in case the ultima was long, as 
réges. If the ultima was short, a long penult took the circumflex, 
as rége. The circumflex also stood upon long vowels of monosyl- 
labic words, as f#7és. But it is more than probable that these rules 
are merely an echo of the principles of Greek accentuation, just 
as the rules given for syllable-division by certain Latin gram- 
marians were probably merely a learned fiction in imitation of the 
Greek rules. See § 35. 


CHAPTER V. 
ORTHOGRAPHY. 


See BRAMBACH, Die NMeugestaltung der Lateintschen Orthographie, Leipzig, 
1868, and the same author’s Hulfsbichlein fiir Lateinische Rechtschrei- 
bung, 3d ed., Leipzig, 1884; GrorGES, Lexthkon der Lateinischen Wort- 
fSormen, Leipzig, 1890. 


56. The orthography of Latin words naturally varied at different 
periods, and even within one and the same period there was not 
unfrequently considerable discrepancy between different writers. 
During the classical era relatively slight attention was paid to 
the study of the language, and as a result we notice the absence 
of any recognized standard of spelling such as prevails in modern 
languages. This lack of a recognized norm compels us to resort 
to other sources of information in order to determine the best 
spelling for a given era. Our manuscripts of the Latin writers 
unfortunately have been so altered in the course of transmission 
from the past, that they seldom furnish trustworthy evidence. A 
few of the oldest give valuable indications of the contemporary 
spelling ; but more often the Mss. have been adapted to the 
standards of a later age, and are full of the errors and inconsis- 
tencies of the Decline. On the whole, carefully cut official inscrip- 
tions furnish the safest reliance. The testimony given by these is 
supplemented for the post-Augustan era by the statements of 
grammarians, who, beginning with the first century a.p., devoted 
much systematic attention to orthographic questions. Many 
points belonging here have already been anticipated in connec- 
tion with the discussion of Pronunciation. The following special 
classes of words call for further consideration : 
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57. 1. Words of the type mentioned in Gr. § 9. 13 4, vtz. 
quom, volt, volnus, voltus, volgus; Nouns and Adjectives in 
-quos, -quom; -vos, -vom; -uos, -uom; and Verbs in -quont, 
-quontur ; -vont, -vontur; -uont, -uontur. This was the original 
spelling and continued to be the regular orthography down to 
about the beginning of the Augustan Age. After that it was still 
retained, particularly in special words as an archaic reminiscence. 
But as a rule, beginning about the 8th century of the city (Brug- 
mann, Grundriss, I. § 431; Stolz, Lat. Gr. § 46; Lindsay, Laan 
Language, p. 299; Bersu, Die Gutturalen, p. 53 ff.), the following 
changes took place: 

a) vol + a mute or a nasal became vul, eg. vultus, vulnus. 
But proper names show a preference for the early form, e.g. 
Volcanus, Volsci, ete. 

6) -vos, -vom, -vont, -vontur became -vus, -vum, -vunt, -vun- 
tur, ¢.g. saevus, saevum, solvunt, solvuntur. 

¢) -uos, -uom, -uont, -uontur became -uus, -uum, -uunt, -uun- 
tur, ¢.g. perpetuus, perpetuum, acuunt, acuuntur. 

ad) -quos, -quom, -quont, -quontur developed somewhat at 
variance with the foregoing classes. They first became -cus, 
-cum, -cunt, -cuntur, yielding, ¢.g., ecus (for eguos) ; cum (for 
guom) ; relincunt (for relinguont) ; secuntur (for sequontur). 

2. This spelling established itself during the Augustan Age, and 
continued to be the standard orthography in words of this class 
until shortly after the close of the first century a.p.,! when -cus, 
-cum, -cunt, -cuntur became -quus, -quum, -quunt, -quuntur. This_ 
change was the result of analogy. ‘Thus in a word like ecus, for 
example, the preponderance of forms containing gu (egui, equo, 
eqguis, etc.) in time naturally produced the change from ecus to 


1 Examples are ANTICVM, CIL. vi. 615. 4 4); cocvs, CIL. vi. 8753 f.; 
9264 f.; Propincvs, CIL. vi. 2408. 3; iil, 5274 a. 2. Cf. Gr. Iporlvxos, 
CIG. 6430. Manuscripts also preserve numerous traces of such spellings. 
For examples occurring in the Palatine codex of Vergil’s deneid, see Bersu, 
p- 88, N. 
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equus ; and from ecum to equum. Similarly, in the verb such forms 
as relincunt, secuntur ultimately became reinquunt, sequuntur, 
owing to the influence of the forms containing gu, re/inguis, relin- 
quit, relinguimus ; sequitur, sequimur, etc. 

3. It is interesting to note that the conjunction cum remained 
unaffected by this tendency. Not forming part of a paradigm 
containing gu-forms, it remained intact. The form guum, 
though occasionally found still in texts, does not appear in Latin 
inscriptions or Mss. prior to the 6th century a.p. (Bersu, Dize 
Gutturalen, p. 44, N.). 

4. What has been said of forms in original -guont, -quontur, 
applies similarly to forms in original -(n)guont, -(n)guontur. 
Thus an exstinguont became first exstingunt, then later (after 
analogy of the other forms of the same tense) exstinguunt,; so 
exstinguontur developed through the medium of exstinguntur to 
exstinguuntur, 


58. ASSIMILATION OF THE FINAL CONSONANT OF PREPOSITIONS 
IN COMPOUNDS. 


a) In compounds of ad the preposition appears, — 


1) Before c, as ac-, ¢.g. acctpio. 
2) Before f, as ad- or af-, e.g. adfero or affero. 
3) Before g, as ad- or ag-, as adgredior or aggredior. 
4) Before 1, as ad- or al-, as adlatus or allatus. 
5) Before n, as ad- or an-, as adnifor or annitor. 
6) Before p, as ad- or ap-, as adporto or apporto. 
7) Before r, as ad- or ar-, ¢.¢. adrideo or arrided. 
8) Before s, as ad- or as-, ¢.g. adsero or assero. 
9) Beforé t, as at-, e.g. attineo. 
10) Before q, as ad- or ac-, ¢.g. adguiro or acquiro. 
Nore. — Yet in all the above instances, even when ad- is written, it is 


probable that af-, ag-, al-, an-, e¢c., were regularly spoken, z.¢. the matter 
was a purely graphical one. A sense for the etymology and a desire to indi- 
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cate the actual component elements of the word prompted a spelling which, 
strictly speaking, was inexact. 


11) Before gn, sp, sc, st, we find sometimes a-, sometimes 
ad-, ¢.g. agnosc0, adgnosco,; aspiro, adspiro. Here 
again the spelling adgn-, adsp-, etc., is purely etymo- 
logical, and does not indicate the actual utterance ; 
the @ disappeared in these consonant groups in accord- 
ance with the principle explained in § 105. 1. 

12) In all other cases ad was retained both in spelling and 
pronunciation. 


5) In compounds of com-, the preposition appears — 


1) Before b, p, m as com-, ¢.g. combibo, comporto, commoror. 

2) Before c,q,g; d,t, n; f,8; j, v, as con-, eg. concild, 
conquiro, congero; condo, contero, connascor ; confero, 
consero; conjungo, convinco. 

3) Before 1, as con- or col-, ¢.g. conla@tus or collatus. 

4) Before r, as con- or cor-, ¢.g. conruo or corruo. 


NoTE. — Before 1 and r, even though con- was written, col- and cor- were 
probably spoken. See note on ad above. 


5) Before gz con- dropped its n (see § 105. 1), ¢.g. cognasco. 

6) The origin of cO- in conitor, coniveo, conubium, etc., and 
of cO- in cdactus, co-addo, etc., 1S uncertain. Some 
regard cd- as a different word here. 


¢) The Preposition ex (= ecs) before f lost the c (§ 105. 1) 
and then assimilated s to f, e.g. effero, for e(c)sferd (of. adiffero 
for *adisfero). Another form sometimes arises by the loss of the 
8, e.g. ecfero, ecfatus, etc. This orthography is found mainly in 
the archaic period. 


ad) The Preposition in appears, — 


1) Before 1 as in- or il-, e.g. inlatus or tHatus. 
2) Before r as in- or ir-, ¢.g. tnvrumpo or trrumpo. 
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3) Before m, p, and b as in- or im-, ¢.g. tmbibo or inbibo; 
tmporto or tnporto ; immortals or inmortalts. 


Note. — Yet in all these cases even when n was written, it is probable 
that assimilation occurred in the actual speech. See above, under ad, note. 


4) In all other cases in- was both written and pronounced. 
e) The Preposition ob 

1) Is regularly assimilated to oc-, of-, og-, op- before c, f, g, 
and p respectively, ¢.g. occurro, offendo, oggero, oppono. 

2) Elsewhere the b is regularly retained in writing and in 
pronunciation, except that before s and t, b had the 
sound of p. See § 27. Our Mss. of Plautus, Terence, 
and Lucretius often have op- in this situation; but 
Quintilian (i. 7. 7) assures us that for his time good 
usage demanded ob. 


FJ) The Preposition per sometimes appears as pel before 1, e.g. 
pelicio. Elsewhere r is retained; peyero does not contain the 
preposition per. 

g) The Preposition sub 

1) Is regularly changed to suc-, suf-, sug-, sup- before c, f, 
g, and p respectively, ¢.g. succurro, suffectus, suggestus, 
supplex. 

2) Before m appears as sub- or sum-. 


NorEe.— Yet subm- was probably merely the etymological spelling for 
summ-. See note, under ad, above. 


h) The Preposition trans 
1) Is regularly retained before vowels and b, ¢, f, g, p, r, t, V, 
e.g. transed, transfero, transporto, transversus. 
2) Becomes tran-, often before s, and always before sc-, ¢.g. 
tran-sero, tran-scribo. 
3) Becomes tra- before j, d, 1, m, n (§ 105. 2), ¢.g. ¢raicio, 
traduco, trano. Yet before these sounds trans- is 
often restored by re-composition (§ 87. 3). 
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59. Seelmann (Aussprache des Latein, p. 61 f.) thinks that 
such spellings as adr-, ads-, inl-, inr- in the prepositional com- 
pounds above considered, indicated the actual pronunciation. 
This pronunciation, however, he considers to have been a faulty 
one, emanating from half-educated persons striving for special 
correctness. Terentius Scaurus, Priscian, and Appendix Probi all 
expressly declare the etymological spelling to be incorrect in the 
type of words under discussion. 

On the whole, there seems very little to commend the employ- 
ment of the etymological spelling. If we take it as intended to 
indicate pronunciation, we can hardly reject the express state- 
ments of the grammarians that such pronunciation was wrong. 
If, on the other hand, we regard the etymological spelling as 
purely graphical, there seems no advantage in writing adl, adg, 
inr, inl, ¢/c., where all, agg, irr, ill were actually spoken, espe- 
cially since the Romans themselves often indicated the assimila- 
tion. For the purposes of elementary instruction in particular, 
the assimilated forms are decidedly to be preferred as a uniform 
spelling. 


60. Compounds of jacio. As indicated in Gr. § 9. 3, these 
are better written inici0, adicio, ef”. That a 7 was pronounced 
after the preposition, is made probable by the fact that the first 
syllable of these words is used as long in verse. Possibly the 
analogy of ezc10, deicto, reicto (where a7 would naturally be pro- 
nounced, even if not written) led to the omission of 7 in other 
compounds also. 


Words of Doubtful or Varied Spelling. 
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61. lLisr or THE Most ImporTANT Worps oF DOUBTFUL OR 
VARIED SPELLING.! 


abicio» better than adyjicio; § 60. 
ad in composition: § 58. 
adicio: better than aajicto,; § 60. 
adoléscens ; see adulescéns. 
Adria. see Hadria. 
adulescéns: Brambach (Meugestal- 
‘tung, p. 52) restricts this spelling 
to the noun, ‘young man,’ and 
for the participle of adolésco writes 
adolescens. 
adulescentia, adulescentulus - like adu- 
lescéns. 
Aedui: preferable to Haedui, acc. to 
Brambach (Hilfsbichlein, p. 22). 
aéneus, aenus: better than ahéneus, 
ahenus. 
_agnosco and adgnosco.: § 58, a). 
Alexandréa.: this is the correct form 
for the Ciceronian period. Later 
Alexanaria is found. 
altogu: and aloguin. 
allium and alium: § 88. 1. 
allec: not alec. 
ancora: not anchora,; § 31. 3. 
antemna. also antenna. 
Antiochéa, Antiochia: \ike Alexan- 
dréa, Alexandria. 
anulus: not annulus. 
Apenninus and Appenninus. 
Apuleius and Appuleius: of. § 88. 1. 
Apulia, Apulus. 
arbor: arbos is archaic and poetic. 
arcesso: in early Latin also accerso. 
Aréopagita and Artopagita. 


Aréus pagus and Arius pagus. 

artus, artare: not arctus, arctare. 
arundo.: not harundo. 

auctor - not autor. 

auctoritas: not autoritas. 
aurtchalcum. better than orichalcum. 
autumnus: not auctumnus. 


B. 
baca: not bacca. 
balbutio: not balbuttio. 
ballista and balista. 
balneum, balneae: balineum occurs in 
early Latin. 
bélua > not bellua. 
beneficium. preferable to bentficium. 
beneficus ; preferable to dentficus. 
benevolentia: preferable to Jdenivo- 
lentia, 
benevolus.: preferable to benzvolus. 
bibliotheca : bybliothéca also occurs. 
bipartilus and bipertitus: § 87. 1. 
Bosphorus: § 31. 3 fin. 
bracchium - also brachium. 
Britannia, etc. - better than Brié-. 
Brundisium: not Brundusium. 


C. 


caecus: not coecus; § 11. 

caelebs; not coelebs; § 11. 

caelum and derivatives have ae, not 
coed-, § 11. 

caementum : not cémentum ; § 10. 2. 

caenum: not coenum,; § 11. 





1The standard followed in this list is the usage of the early Empire, 
—roughly speaking, the first century A.D. The correct form is given first. 
Words belonging to the classes treated in §§ 57-60 are, for the most part, 


omitted from the list. 
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caerimonia and caeremonia - not cért- 
monia; § 10. 2. 

caespes.: not cespes; § 10. 2. 

caestus: not cestus, § 10. 2. 

caetra.: not cétra; § 10. 2. 

Cameéena.: not Camoena; § 11. 

causa. caussa was the pre-Augustan 
form; § 98. 2. 

céna; not coena,; § II. 

Cerealis and Cerials ; Cerialia. 

cétert » not cactert; § 10. 2. 

Cethégus : Cetégus is pre-Ciceronian ; 
§ 31. 3. 

circumeo and circued. 

claudo. cludo is rare and the result 
of ‘ De-composition’; see § 87. 2. 

clipeus : better than clupeus, the early 
spelling; § 6. 2. 

Clytemestra : not Clytemneéstra, 

coclea and cochlea; § 31. 3. 

com- in composition: § 58, 4). 

comissart and comisart. 

comminus : not cominus. 

comprehendo. better than comprendo. 

con- in compounds: § 58, 4). 

condicto (con and root dic-) : not con- 
ditio. 

conecto and derivatives: not connecto, 
ele. 

contcio: better than conjicio; § 60. 
A form coicio also occurs. 

conitor. not connitor. 

coniveo : not conniveo. 

conjunx: better than conjuzx. 

contio (for coventio): not concio; 
§ 25. 3. 

conubium : not connubium, 

convicium - not convitium ; § 25. 3. 

cottidté and cotidié » not guotiaie. 

cothurnus and coturnus: § 31. 3. 

culleus, culleum: not culeus, culeum ; 
§ 88. 1. 

‘cum. never guum, see § 57. 3. 
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cumba. also cymba. 
cupressus. not cypressus. 
cur: guor is ante-classical. 


D. 


damma: not dama, § 88.1. 

Danuvius : not Danubius. Cf. § 16. 2. 

Daréus: better than the later form 
Darius. 

Decelea ; better than the later form 
Decelta. 

défatigo, défatigatio: also défet- ; see 
§ 87. 1. 

déicio: better than dzjcto,; see § 60. 

délectus, ‘choosing’; also dzléctus. 

délénio : better than définio ; cf. § go. 

déprehendo.: also the contracted form 
dépréendo. — 

dérigo: also dtrigo, which is probably 
the original form. Brambach, how- 
ever, recognizes two independent 
verbs: dérigo, ‘to move in a particu- 
lar direction,’ and dzrigo, ‘to move 
in different directions.’ 

détrecto.: also détracto ; § 87. 1. 

dexter, dextera, dexterum : also dextra, 
dextrum,; but regularly dextera 
when used as a substantive. 

dicio.: not ditto, § 25. 3. 

dinosco: earlier dignosco. 

disicios better than a@isjicio, § 60. 

Duilius or Duillius. 

dumtaxat.: not duntaxat; § 87. 1. 

aipondius: earlier dupondius ; § 6. 2. 


E. 
eculus: of. § 57. da). 
éicio. better than Zicio, § 60. 
elleborus » better than helleborus. 
emptus, emplto, emptor» not emtus, etc. 
epistula ; better than epzstola. 
Erinys: not Erinnys. 
erus, era, erilis : not herus, etc. ; § 23. 


Words of Doubtful 


Esquiliae, Esquilinus: not Exquiliae, 
ete. 

Euander: not Evander. 

exedra and exhedra. 

existimaltt0, existimo.: extstumatio, ext- 
stumo are the early spelling; § 6. 2. 

exsanguts, exscindd, exscribo, exsilium, 
exspecto, and other compounds of ex 
with words having initial s: better 
than exanguts, excitndd, expecto, ete. 


F. 


faenerator, faenero: not fenerator, 
ete.; § 10. 2. 

faenum.: not fenum, nor foenum ; 
§ 11. 

faenus : see faenerator. 

fecundus, etc... not foecundus, etc.,§ 11. 

femina ; not foemina ; § 11. 

fetidus, etc.» not foetidus, etc., § 11. 

fetus: not foetus; § 11. 

finitimus: earlier -umus ; § 6. 2. 

forensta and -foresta » § 20. 2. 

futtilis: better than futilis; § 88. 1. 


G. 


gaesum.: not gesum,; § 10. 2. 

garrulus: not garulus. 

Genéva ; acc. to Grdber in WéOlfflin’s 
Archiv, ii. 437. 

genetivus : not genitivus. 

genetrix: not genitrix. 

glaeba and gleba. 

gnarus: also narus in Cicero’s time. 

gnatus, gnata. this is the early form, 
used also in poetry; later natus, 
nata. 

gratis and gratizs. The latter form is 
archaic. 


H. 


Hadria, etc.: not Adria, ete.; § 23. 
Halicarnasus. 
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hallucinor and halucinor ; of. § 88. 1; 
also a/-, all-; § 23. 

Hammon; better than Ammon ; § 23. 

harena. better than avéna ; § 23. 

hariola,; also ariola ; § 23. 

haruspex ; better than aruspex ; § 23. 

haud ; sometimes haut, § 28. 

haveo and aveo,; § 23. 

hedera: better than edera, § 23. 

helluo, helluatio : better than 2/0, etc. 

Henna; better than Enna, § 23. 

Heraclea ; \ater Heraclia. 

hercisco and ercisco: § 23. 

keri; also here (a different formation), 

Hiber, Hiberés, etc.s not ber, etc.s 
§ 23. 

hiems : not hiemps. 

Hilotae: not Hélotae. 

Hister : better than /ster,; § 23. 

holitor, holitortum ; see holus. 

holus ; better than o/us,; § 23. 


I. 


imb- in compounds: § 58. @) 3). 

tmm- in compounds: § 58. 2) 3). 

immo. not 2m. 

imp- in compounds: § 58. 2) 3). 

inclitus and inclutus: not inclytus. 

tncoho and inchoo. 

ingratis and tngratits. 

inicio: better than injzcio,; § 60. 

ini- in compounds: § 58. @) 1). 

in primis, inprimts, imprimis: § 58. 
d) 3). 

inr- in compounds: § 58. @) 2). 

intellegentia, tntellego: see § 87.1. 

intimus. earlier intumus,; § 6. 2. 


J. 
jucundus: not jocundus. 
Fudaea: not Fudéa, § 10. 2. 
Juniperus: not junipirus. 
Suppiter: better than Fupiter, § 88. 1. 
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K. 
Kaeso and Caeso. 
Kalendae: better than Calendae. 
kalumnia: in legal expressions for 
caluninia. 


Karthago and Carthago. 


L. 


lacrima: earlier lacruma (archaic 
dacruma); § 6. 2; not Jachrima 
nor /achryma,; § 31. 3- 

lagoena; not lagena,; § 11. 

lamina and lammina, also syncopated 
lamna. 

lanterna: better than /aterna. 

Larentia (in Acca L.): not Laurentia, 

lautus: better than Jotus. 

legitimus: earlier Jegitumus,; § 6. 2. 

libet, libens, libido: earlier lubet, etc. ; 
§ 6. 2. 

fis: but sé/zs in the legal phrase s¢/1- 
tibus judicandis; § 104. 1. 3). 

littera; better than /ztera; § 88. 1. 

litus: rather than “Adtus. , 

loguela: not loguella. 


M. 


maereo, maestus, etc.» not moered, etc. » 
§ 11. 

Maja: § 15. 3. 

malevolentia- better than malivolentia. 

malevolus: better than malivolus. 

mancipium.: earlier mancupium ; 
§ 6. 2. 

manifestus: earlier manufestus, § 6.2. 

manipretium: earlier manupretium,; 
§ 6. 2. 

maritimus : earlier maritumus , § 6, 2. 

Mauretania: also Mauritania. 

maximus: earlier maxumus; § 6. 2, 

Megalensia and Megalésia ; § 20. 2. 

mercennarius > not mercénarius. 

Messalla : better than Messala : § 88.1. 


Orthography. 


mille: plural mela and milia. 
minimus: earlier minumus; § 6. 2. 
monumentum and monimentum, § 6.2. 
muccus: earlier mucus ; § 88. 1. 
multa: not mulcta. 

multo: see multa. 

muraena: not muréna, § 10. 2. 
murra and myrrha. 


N. 


navus.: earlier gnavus. 

né, ‘verily’: not mae; § 10. 2. 

neglego, neglegentia: § 87. 1. 

negotium, negotiator: not megocium, 
etc.» § 25. 3. 

nénia: not maenta, § 10. 2. 

néequicqguam and néquiguam. 

novicius: not novitius,; § 25. 3. 

nunquam and numquam. 

nuntio, nuntius: not nuncio, ele.; 
§ 25. 3. 

obicio: better than objicid, § 60. 

oboedio: not obédio,s § 11. 

obscénus > better than obscaenus ; not 
obscoenus; § 10. 2; 11. 

obs- in compounds: not ofs-; § 58. 
¢) 2). 

obsonium : also opsonium (dpdwor). 

obsonare: see obsonium. 

obstipesco: earlier obstupésco ; § 6. 2. 

obtempero, obtined, obtult: not opt-; 
§ 58. ¢) 2). 

opilio: better than upz/i0. 

opp- in compounds; § 58. ¢) I) 

optimus; earlier optumus; § 6. 2. 

Orcus: not Orchus,; § 31. 3. 


P. 


paclex: not pellex; § 10. 2. 
Paeligni: not Peligni,; § 10. 2. 
paenttet: not poenitet; § 11. 
paenula : not penula ; § 10. 2. 


Words of Doubtful 


Parnasus: not Parnassus. 

parricida, etc.: earlier paricida ; 
§ 88. 1. 

Paullus and Paulus. 

paulus: preferable to paullus. 

pedetentim and pedetemptim. 

pedisequus : not pedissequus. 

pejero: not pejuro,; perjuro is a dif- 
ferent word. 

percontor, etc.: better than percunctor, 
ele. 

perjurus and pejurus. 

pessimus : earlier pessumus; § 6. 2. 

pilleus, etc. : not prleus, etc.; § 88.1. 

plaustrum : not plostrum. 

plebs: not pleps; § 58. e) 2). 

Pollio : better than Polio. 

pomerium.: not pomoerium. 

Pomptinus : not Pontinus. 

pontifex : earlier pontufex; § 6. 2. 

Porsenna and Porsena ; also Porsinna 
and Porsina. 

prehendo and préndo. 

prélum. not praelum ; § 10. 2. 

proelium: not praelium, § 11. 

proicio.: better than prajicio; § 60. 

promunturium ; better than promontu- 
rium. 

proscaenium ; not proscenium, § 10. 2. 

proximus : earlier proxumus; § 6, 2. 

Publicola: on the early forms Popii- 
cola, Puplicola, see publicus. 

publicus (from pubes): poplicus (early 
Latin) is from poplus = populus ; 
puplicus is the result of the con- 
tamination of pudlicus and poplicus. 


pulcher : early Latin pulcer; § 31. 3. 
Q. 


guamquam and guanquam. 
guattuor : better than guatuor. 
gueréla : better than gueredla. 
guicumgue. better than guzcungue. 
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guicgquam and guidquam. 

guicguid and guidguid. 

Quinctus,  Quinctius,  Qutnciilis, 


Quinctilius: these are the forms 
for the Republican period ; under 
the Empire Quintus, Quinttlis, ete. 

quom: § 57. 

guor. see cur. 

quotiens and guottés. 


R. 


raeda.; better than rvéda; not rh-; 
S 70; 4. 

Raetia, Raett: not Rhaetia, ete. 

reccidt (Perf. of rectdo0): not recidt. 

recipero.: earlier recupero,; § 6. 2. 

Réegtum: not Rhégium. 

reicio.: better than véjicio,; § 60. 

religio: not relligio. 

reliquiae; not relliguiae. 

reliquus: early Latin relicuos,; § 57. 

reppert (Perf. of reperio): not repert. 

reppult (Perf. of repello): not repult. 

reprehendo or repréndo. 

rés publica: not réspublica. 

rettult (Perf. of refero): not retult. 

rotundus : in Lucretius sometimes rz- 
tundus ; § 90. 


Ss. 


saeculum ; not séculum,; § 10. 2. 

saepes. not sepes, § 10. 2. 

saepio. see saepes. 

saeta: not séfa,; § 10. 2. 

Sallustius : not Salustius. 

sario. better than sarrio. 

satura: also later sativa, not satyra, 

scaena ; not scéna,; § 10. 2. 

sepulcrum.: not sepulchrum; 
S 31.3. 

sescentt;: rather than sexcentéz. 

seétius : less correctly séctus. 

singillatim : not singulatim. 


of. 
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solacium : not solatium, § 25. 3. 
sollemnis : not sollennis. 

sollictto, etc. not soltceto. 

stellio.» not sfelio; § 88. 1. 
stillicidium : not stilicidium. 

stilus : not stylus. 

stuppa, etc.: not stupa, etce.; § 88.1. 
suadéla: not suadella. 

subicio; better than sudjicto,; § 60. 
subm- in compounds: § 58.) 2). 
subolés: rather than sodoles ; § go. 
subtemen: rather than sudbtegmen. 
subler, subtilis: § 58. ¢) 2). 

succ- in compounds: § 58. g). 1). 
succus > rather than sucus, § 88. 1. 
Suet: not Suévi, § 16. 2. 

suff- in compounds: § 58. g) 1). 
sulpur and sulphur : not sulfur, § 31.4. 
supp- in compounds: § 58. g) 1). 
suscéenseo : rather than succenseo. 
suspicio > not suspitio,; § 20. 3. 
Syracusius: also Syracosius. 
Syria; earlier Suria,; § 1. 5. 


T. 


taeter > not féter ; § 10. 2. 

tanquam and famquam. 

Tarracina: not Terracina. 

tempert (Adv.): not temport. 

tentare and temptare. 

Thaha: Thaléa is pre-Augustan, 

thesaurus: thénsaurus is archaic. 

Thrax and Thraex (Op¢é). 

tingo: also tinguo. 

totiéns ; also totiés. 

trajectus : not transjectus ; § 58. 2) 3). 

trans- in composition: § 58. 2). 

transicio and f¢fraicio: better than 
transjicto, trajicio; § 60. 

transnare and tranare: § 58. h). 

Tréevert: rather than 7révirz. 

tribunicius not tribunitius : § 25. 3. 

tripartitus and tripertitus: § 87. 1. 


Orthography. 


triumpho, triumphus ; not triumpo, etc. 
tropaeum and trophacum. 

tus: rather than chus. 

tutéla» better than ‘usella, 


U. 


ubicumque: better than #bicungue. 

Ulixes: not Ulysses. 

umerus: better than humerus; § 23. 

umidus, umor, etc. not humidus, ete. ; 
§ 23. 

unguo and ungo. 

unquam and umquam. 

urbs: not urps, of. § 58. ¢) 2). 

urgeo: not urgueco. 

utcumque: better than utécunque. 

utrimque : not utringue. 


V. 


valetudo : not valttudo. 

veheméns : in poetry often vémens. 

Vergiliae, Vergilius, Verginius: not 
Virg-. 

versus (versum) : early Latin vors-. 

vertex: early Latin vortex. 

verto. early Latin vorto. 

vester : early Latin voster. 

vicésimus » commoner than vigésimus. 

victima: earlier victuma,; § 6. 2. 

velicus: not villicus. 

vinculum and vinclum ; § 91. 

vinolentus and vinulentus. 

Volcanus: § 57. a). 

Volsct: § 57. a). 

Volsiniénsis : § 57. a). 

Volturnus: § 57. a). 

Vortumnus: under the Empire also 
Vertumnus ; cf. verto. 

vulgus: earlier volgus,; § 57.2). 

vulnus ; earlier volnus,; § 57. @). 

vulpes: earlier volpés, § 57. a). 

vultur : earlier voltur; § 57. a). 

vultus: earlier voltus,; § 57. a). 


CHAPTER VI. 
THE LATIN SOUNDS. 


THE VOWELS! 
ABLAUT. 


62. The Indo-European parent-speech, from which the Greek, 
Latin, Sanskrit, Avestan, Slavic, Teutonic, Keltic, Armenian, and 
Albanian languages are descended, had a vowel system of con- 
siderable regularity. By variation of the root vowel, each mono- 
syllabic root was regularly capable of appearing in three different 
forms. Thus the Indo-European root gen-, ‘bring forth,’ had 
also a form gon-, and another form gu-. The different phases in 
which a root appears are designated as ‘grades’; while the gen- 
eral phenomenon of variation is called Ablaut or Vowel Gradation. 
The different phases of a root taken together form an ‘ablaut- 
series.’ Six such ablaut-series have been shown to have belonged 
to the Indo-European parent-speech. Of the three grades belong- 
ing to each series two are characterized by a fuller vocalism than 
the third; these fuller phases of the root are called ‘strong’ 
grades ; the third by contrast is called the ‘weak’ grade. Thus 
gen- and gon-, cited above, represent the strong grades; gn-, 
which has been weakened by the loss of the e, is the weak grade. 
The first of the two strong grades gives its name to the series 
in which it occurs. There are six Indo-European ablaut-series : 


1 See Brugmann, Grundriss, §§ 28-319; Lindsay, Latin Language, chap. iv.; 
Stolz, Lateinische Grammatik, §§ 7-41; Lateinische Lautlehre, pp. 112-229. 
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SERIES. Weak GRADE. STRONG GRADES. 

&-Series: { @? { a _ ) 
e.g. bha- eg. lha- bho- 

&-Series: { bd { 6 i) 
e.g. dha- eg. dhé- dho- 

6-Series: { sd { So ) 
e.g. pa- tg. po- pe- 
%-Series: Vowel vanishes { a a, re) 
tg. & ag- ag- 

Vowel vanishes 4 re) 
6-Series: | e.g. pl- { pet- pot- 

ark- derk- dork- 

&5-Series: Vowel vanishes { re) 6 

e.g. ba- od- 


63. The origin of this variation in the form of roots is attrib- 
uted with great probability to accentual conditions prevailing in 
the parent-speech. Some uncertainty still prevails concerning 
details in the various series ; but for practical purposes the above 
scheme is sufficiently accurate (see Brugmann, Grundriss, i. § 
307 ff.; Lindsay, Latin Language, p. 253 ff.; Stolz, Zatz. Gr, 
§ 15 ff.; Latetnische Lautlehre, p. 157; Johnson’s Cyclopaedia, 
Article Ad/au?). Of the different Indo-European languages some 
have preserved the Indo-European Ablaut with great fidelity ; 
this is notably the case with Greek and Teutonic. In other lan- 
guages the Ablaut has become much obscured ; Latin belongs to 
the latter class. Most Latin roots appear in only a single grade, 
the other two grades having disappeared in the course of the 
development of the language. Yet some examples of the original 
gradation are preserved. These will be considered according to 
the different ablaut-series in which they occur. 


2-SERIES. 


64. The 2-series is by far the best represented of any in Latin ; 
it embraces three sub-types. 


1 9 represents an obscure short vowel, which developed variously in the dif- 
ferent Indo-European languages, —as 4, @, 2, 0. 
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a) The @ or @ is followed by some consonant which is not a 
nasal or a liquid, ¢.g. root de-, dec-, doc-, seen in atsco (for 
*at-dc-sco),; dec-et; doc-eo; root sd-, sed-, sod-, seen in sido (for 
*si-sd-0); sed-e0; sol-ium (for *sod-ium, see § 95.2). The root 
es- (‘to be’) has only the weak grade and one of the strong 
grades. The weak grade is seen in s-im, s-unt, efc.; the strong 
grade in es-¢; es-se, etc. 

5) The @ or @ is followed by a liquid or nasal. By the loss of 
the ¢ in the weak grade the liquid or nasal often becomes vocalic, 
developing according to the principles explained in §§ 100, 102. 
Thus from the Indo-European root gn-, gen-, gon-, the Latin has 
gnatus (for gij-tus; see § 102. 2), and gen-us ; no form with gon- 
has been preserved ; g7-gn-0, however, shows us another form of 
the weak grade. From the root mn-, men-, mon-, the Latin has 
méns (for *mn-t(i)s) and mon-eo. 

¢) The e or o of the strong grades was originally followed by 
¢ or #; in the weak grade the e¢, as usual, disappeared, leaving ¢ 
or 4. Thus originally : 

z et ot 

wu eu Ou 
But of these diphthongs, ¢7 became 7, while the others became Z, 
except that 07 (ve) has been retained in a few words. Examples: 
root jid-, feid-, foid-, seen in fid-es,; fido (for feid-0) ; foed-us 
(earlier ford-us) ; root duc-, deuc-, douc-, seen in dic-em, duco (for 
earlier *deuc-0). 

Further examples of Ablaut in the @-series are given in Stolz, 
Lat. Grammatih, p. 263 f.; Lat. Lautlehre, p. 157 ff.; Lindsay, 
Lat. Language, p. 255. 

é-SERIES. 


65. No root shows all three grades in Latin; a, the obscure 
vowel, develops variously as @, 7, @. The root dha-, dhe-, dho-, 
‘ place,’ ‘ put,’ shows the weak grade in con-di-tus, etc., and one 
of the strong grades in sacer-do-s,; fanum (for *fas-num) shows 
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the weak grade; /¢s-‘us the corresponding oe grade. Cf. 


also ra-tus, ré-ri; Sa-tus, Sé-men. 


@-SERIES. 
66. The obscure vowel a develops as @ The weak grade is 
seen in fa-éeor; the corresponding strong grade in /a-71, fama. 
Cf. also sta-tus; sta-men, Stator; rad-ere and rod-ere exhibit the 


two strong grades. 
0-SERIES. 


67. The obscure vowel 2 appears as @ The weak grade is 
seen in @a-mus, da-tus ; the corresponding strong grade in donum, 
dos. Cf. also cat-us, cos (for *cots). 


@-SERIES. 

68. One form of the strong grade is seen in @g-d, the other in 
ambages. The a may combine with 7 to produce the diphthong 
ai. An instance of this is seen in aes-¢us (for *atd-tus), ‘ burning 
heat’ ; the weak grade of the same root is seen, 7¢-#s, originally an 
adjective : ‘ burning,’ ‘ bright,’ with zoc¢és understood, ¢.e. ‘the bright 
nights’ when the moon was full, and so the r5th of the month, 
‘the Ides.’ 

0-SERIES. 

69. Examples of this scantily represented ablaut-series are 
Jod-ere, fod-t, both strong grade. Cf. also dd-ium, odi,; nos- 
ler, nos. 


-” 


70. Vowel gradation appears not only in roots, but also in 
suffixes and in case-endings. Thus in nouns of the second declen- 
sion the suffix varies between ¢ and a, the two strong grades of the 
é-series. The suffix e is seen in the vocative hor?-e, and origi- 
nally existed in the genitive horfi, which is for *hort-e-?; see 
' § 126. The other cases originally had the suffix 9, e.g. hortus, 
hortum, for a primitive hort-o-s, horto-m. Cf. also nouns of the 
type of genus, generis, originally *gen-os, *gen-es-is, where again 
the suffixes -¢es-, -os show us the two strong grades of the 2-series. 
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In case-endings we have an interesting illustration of vowel vari- 
ation in the genitive ending, which appears both as -és and -ds ; 
e.g. ped-is (for *ped-és), senatu-ds (early Latin). 


VOWEL CHANGES. 
a. 


71. &@ in syllables which were accented at the time of the early 
Latin accentuation (see § 55) remains unchanged; in syllables 
which were unaccented at that period, @ develops as follows : 

1. Before two consonants, before 7, and in final syllables, @ reg- 
ularly becomes 2, ¢.g. acceptus for *dccaptus ; particeps for *par- 
ticaps ; confectus for *cénfactus ; impertio for *impartio; reddere 
for *reddare; pede, milite, etc. (so-called Ablative, really Instru- 
mental Singular) for *Jeda, *milita, ete. 

2. Before a single consonant in the interior of a word, @ becomes 
i, ¢.g. adigo for *adago; concino for *concano,; insttus for *insa- 
tus; redditus for *reddatus. 

3. Before 7+ a consonant (but not before 77), @ becomes %, 
e.g. exsulto for *éxsalto ; inculco for *incalco. 

4. Before labials, 2 becomes the sound which was represented 
by zw in the earlier period, and later by z (see § 6. 2), e.g. mancu- 
pium, \ater mancipium, for *mancapium. 

5. Before ng, @ becomes 7 (through the medium of @), e.g. 
attingo for *dtiango. 7 

a. 

72. @ regularly remains unchanged in Latin in all situations, 

e.g. mater; contractus for *contractus. 


6. 
73. 1. 2 is retained in Latin: 
a) Before 7, ¢.g. ero, confero, scelerts. 
6) When final, ¢.g. horte, age, agite. 
¢) Usually before two consonants, ¢.g. scelestus, obsessus, 
auspex. 
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2. 2 becomes ?: 

a) Before a single consonant in syllables which were unac- 
cented by the early accentuation (§ 55), eg. colligo 
for *collego ; militis for *miléfés ; obsideo for *dbsedeo ; 
protinus for *protenus. 

5) Sometimes before 2 or m + a consonant, ¢.g. simplex for 
*sem-plex (from sem-, ‘one’), viginfi for *vigenti ; 
tinguo for *tenguo,; quingue for *guengue (earlier 
*pengue). 

3. @ becomes @ before v, ¢.g. movos for an original *zevos (Gr. 
véfos). 
6. 
74. @ is regularly retained in Latin in all situations, e.g. rectus, 
correctus, corrext, até. 
ii | 
75. 7 and 7 are regularly retained in all situations, ¢.g. quis, fur- 
ribus ; vivo, inclino, except that final - may become -e, ¢.g. mare 
for *mari,; sedile for *sedili. 


6. 


76. 1. 5, except in the very earliest stages of the language (prior 
to 230 B.c.), has regularly become # in unaccented syllables, 
e.g. filius, for earlier filios; donum for *donom,; opus for *opos ; 
uchunt for *vehont,; contuli for *contoli; sedulo for *sé dolo. 
Final syllables in -guos, -guom, -vos, -vom,; -uos, -uom, etc., re- 
tained the d to a considerably later period; see § 57. 1. . d was 
also regularly retained before 7, ¢.g. “emporis. 

2. Before a nasal +a consonant, 6 also occasionally changes 
to #, ¢.g. uncus for a primitive *oncos,; umbilicus for *ombilicos. 


oO. 


77. o regularly remains unchanged in Latin in all situations, 
eg. donum, uictores, hcéeto. 
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ti 


78. 2 before labials, became 7 about the close of the Republic 
(see § 6. 2), eg. Abet for earlier /udet; lacrima for earlier 
bacruma; lacibus for earlier lacudus. 


WU 
79. «is regularly retained in all situations, e.g. fumus, conjiine- 
tum, ele. : 
ai 


80. 1. In syllables which, under the early accentuation (see 
§ 55), were accented, original a? was retained, becoming about 
100 B.C. @é, which, in turn, late in imperial times, developed into 
a monophthongal sound ; see § ro. 2. 

2. In syllables which, under the early accentuation (§ 55), were 
unaccented, original ai became regularly 2, e.g. imquiro for *in- 
guairo,; existumo for *éxaistumo, virtult, milf, etc., for *virti- 
tai, ett.; mensts, portis, etc., for ménsats, etc. 


oi. 


81. 1. In syllables which, under the early Latin accentuation 
(see § 55), were accented, original o7, though retained in the 
oldest monuments of the language, early passed into 4%, e.g. wHlis 
for oitis; unus for oinos. In a few words, however, o# was 
retained and passed into oe, ¢.g. foedus, moenia,; § 11. 

2. In final syllables, which, under the early accentuation (§ 55), 
were unaccented, of became 2, ¢.g. horti (Nom. Plu.) for *hortoi ; 
hortis for *hortois (§ 86). <A trace of -ots is preserved in olves, 
for earlier *o/ois (Festus, p. 19, M.). 


ei. 


82. It is uncertain whether e7 was still a diphthong in the earli- 
est monuments of the Latin language or had already become a 
monophthong. Certainly the monophthongal value (7) estab- 
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lished itself very early, and 7 came to be the regular orthography 
for the earlier ¢, eg. dico for deico,; fido for feido; divus for 
detvos, ete. 


ui. 
88. This diphthong undergoes no changes ; see § 14. 


au. 


84. 1. au is regularly retained in syllables which, under the 
early accentuation (§ 55), took the accent, e.g. aurora, claudd. 
In the speech of common life this az had a tendency to become 
an open 6 (later close), and in some words this colloquial pro- 
nunciation even established itself permanently in the literary lan- 
guage. Examples are: C/odius for Claudius; plodo, in explodo, 
implodo, etc. 

2. In syllables which, under the early accentuation (§ 55), 
remained unaccented, aw regularly became 4%, e.g. inclido for 
*inclaudo; défrudo for *défraudo. 


eu and ou. 


85. Primitive Latin ew and ow are nowhere preserved in the 
existing monuments of the Latin language. ew first became oz 
(seen in early Latin douco for *deuco), and subsequently devel- 
oped to #, eg. duco, luceo. Original ow became # directly. 


SHORTENING OF LONG DIPHTHONGS. 


86. The name ‘long diphthong’ is given to diphthongs whose 
first element consisted of a long vowel. Ai, di, Gi, Gu, Zu, Ou 
existed in the parent-speech ; of these a7, @u, and oz were inher- 
ited by the Latin in a few instances and developed as follows : 

a) In the interior of a word before a consonant, the long diph- 
thongs suffered shortening of the first element, e.g. *hortdis (for 
*hortois), whence hortis (see § 81. 2); gaudeo for *gaudeo (cf. 
gavisus); nadufragus for *naufragus (cf. navis). 
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6) When final, a7 and 07 probably became a and 0 before an 
initial vowel, but @ and od before an initial consonant. Thus, in 
the Dative Singular of @-stems (primitive termination -27), we 
should originally have had *for/a, for example, before consonants, 
portai before vowels. The ante-vocalic form fortai (portae ; 
§ 80. 1) ultimately established itself as the sole inflection. Yet 
in early Latin, we find traces of the ante-consonantal form, e.g. 
Matvra, CIL. i. 177. In the Dative Singular of o-stems (primi- 
tive termination -o7) the ante-consonantal form prevailed, e.g. 
populo. Yet, in the earliest Latin inscription (CIL. xiv. 4123), 
we find Nvmasiol, the ante-vocalic form. 


RE-COMPOSITION AND DE-COMPOSITION. 


87. 1. The principles laid down in the foregoing sections for 
the change of vowels and diphthongs in the (originally) unac- 
cented syllables of compounds often seem to be violated. Thus 
appeto, expeto, intellego, neglego occur where the law demands 
*appito, *expito, neglgo, inteligo. These apparent irregularities 
are in reality not due to any violation of the law, but are the 
result of ‘Re-composition,’ z.e. the identity of the simple verb 
was so keenly felt that the language restored it in the compound, 
thus replacing the regular *app170, intelligo, etc., with appeto, intel- 
lego, etc. Other instances of the same kind are exaeguo, conclau- 
sus, exquaerd, where phonetic laws would demand *exiguo, con- 
clusus, exquiro. 

Many compound words are also naturally much later than the 
operation of the laws above referred to. 

2. Sometimes the form taken by a verb in composition occurs 
instead of the original form, ¢.g. cludo for claudo, after includo, 
ett.; plico for pleco after implico, etc. This process may be called 
‘ De-composition.’ 

3. Re-composition and De-composition manifest themselves 
not only in connection with vocalic changes, but also in connec- 
tion with many of the consonantal changes enumerated in the 
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following sections. Cf. ¢.g. ¢ransduco as an illustration of Re- 
composition. The phonetic form is “va@duco, which also occurs. 
Cf. also sescenfi (the phonetic form ; § 105. 1), but sexcenfi (Re- 
composition). 


SHORTENING OF LONG VOWELS. 


88. 1. A group of some twenty words exhibits shortening of an 
accented long vowel, with compensatory doubling of the following 
consonant, 772. /ippiter (for earlier Jupiter), cuppa, Uttera, muccus, 
succus, hallucinart, parricida, bacca, gluttus, giuttire, bucca, 
damma, muttire, stuppa, futtilis, Messalla, braccae, puppa, aliium, 
stellid, strenna, helluo, culleus, pilleus. Many of these words often 
appear in MSS., texts, and inscriptions, written with a single con- 
sonant ; that represents the earlier spelling. The orthography of 
the Augustan Age has two consonants. 

2. The vowel was regularly shortened in final syllables in m 
and /; also in the original -@r and -er of Passive forms; and in 
the Nominative endings -/er, -/0r, -sor, -or, -al, -ar. 

3. Words of original iambic form, ¢.g. mihi, f1bi, stbt, modo, 
cito, cédo, often suffered permanent shortening of the ultima, giv- 
ing mihi, “bi, modo, cedo, etc. The name of ‘ Breves Breviantes’ 
(‘shorts shortening’) has been given to this process. 


COMPENSATORY LENGTHENING. 


89. In accented syllables, an s before a voiced consonant is 
often dropped with lengthening of a preceding short vowel, e.g. 
sido for *st-sd-0 ; quereéla for *queresla ; egénus for *egesnos. Often 
the consonantal group contains other consonants before the s, 
which first disappear (in accordance with § 105. 1), ¢.g. @a for 
*acsla; remus for *retsmos,; scala for *scantsla; temo for 
*fecsmo. ‘This lengthening of the short vowel in compensation, 
as it were, for an omitted consonant, is designated ‘ compensatory 
lengthening.’ 
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ASSIMILATION OF VOWELS. 


90. Vowels are occasionally assimilated to each other in suc- 
cessive syllables, ¢.g. nihil for *nehil; nisi for *nesi; soboles for 
subolés; rutundus (chiefly in poetry) for rotundus; tugurium 
for *Zgurium (tg0); purpura for wopdvpa; and in reduplicated 
perfects, ¢.g. momordi for memordi; totondi for tetondi; pupugi 
for pepugi,; etc. Assimilation is mainly restricted to short vowels, 
but possibly we should recognize the assimilation of a long vowel 
in fihus, lit. ‘suckling,’ for */2@-4us, root dhé-,; in suspficto for 
*suspecio (root spec-) ; subtilis for *subéelis (féla). 


PARASITIC VOWELS. 


91. Inthe immediate environment of a liquid or nasal, a para- 
sitic vowel sometimes develops. Thus, especially in the suffixes 
-tlo-, -blo-, -clo-, which become -tulo-, -bulo-, -culo-, e.g. in vitulus, 
stabulum, saeculum ; yet the original forms continued in use in 
the colloquial language and in poetry, ¢g. saeclum, vinclum. 
Further examples are famulus (for *famlos) ; populus for *poplos ; 
and several words borrowed from the Greek, eg. Aesculapius 
(AckAymids) ; mina (pva); drachuma (8paxpy). 


SYNCOPE. 


92. In early Latin a short vowel following an accented syllable 
was often dropped. [Illustrations of this are: auceps for *aviceps ; 
auspex for *avispex,; ardor for *aridor; reddo for re-d(1)do; 
aetas for aevitas; pridens for *prov(i)déns; valdé for valde; 
oficina for *op(z)ficina; anceps for amb(i)-ceps. Syncope in 
final syllables is seen in ager for *agr(o)s, *agrs, *agr, etc., and 
acer for Acris, *acrs, *acr, etc.; see § 100. 


APOCOPE. 


93. 1. Final 2 and 7 often disappear, e.g. ef (for *e#; Gr. ére), 
aut (for *auti) ; quot, tot (for *guott, *toti, of. tott-dem) ; ob for 
*odi; and in neuter z-stems, ¢.g. animal for *animali; calcar 


96 The Latin Sounds. 


for *calcdri. But dissyllabic z-stems change -i to -é, ¢.g. mare 
for *mart. 

2. Final 6 disappears in ad, for an original *afo (Gr. aro) ; 
and sub for *supo (cf. Gr. iro). On the change of / to 4, see 
§ 96. 1. 


THE CONSONANTS.! 
| THE MUTESs. 
The Palatal and Guttural Mutes, c, g, g. 


94. 1. There were two series of & and g-sounds in Indo-Euro- 
pean, the former designated as ‘ Palatals,’ the latter as ‘ Velars.’ 
The Palatals were formed further forward in the mouth, and 
developed in most languages as & (in Latin regularly as & (c), 
rarely as g; in Sanskrit and Slavic as sibilants, s, sh, efc.). The 
Velars were formed further back in the throat, and fall into two 
subdivisions : 

a) The Velars of the first type develop in all languages as plain 
gutturals, — &, g. 

6) The Velars of the second type develop with labiahzaton, 
i.e. they have a parasitic w-sound after the 4 or g. Latin repre- 
sents these sounds respectively by gu and gu. 

2. Examples of the different Gutturals are: 

Palatals : centum, dicere, socer; ago, genu, argentum. 

gu for ¢ appears in gueror, quedo, equos (cf. Skr. aguas), but 
never gw for g. 


Velars : 

a) Without Labialzation: cavere, canere,; gris, gel, tego. 

b) With Labiahzation: quis, qui, etc.; sequor,; -que,; -linguo; 
stinguo, unguen. Before w or a consonant, gu appears as ¢, ¢.g. 


1 See in general Brugmann, Grundriss, §§ 320-598; Lindsay, Latin Lan- 
guage, chap. iv. ; Stolz, Lateinische Grammatik, §§ 42-61 ; Lateinische Laut- 
lehre, pp. 232-291. 
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stercus (cf. sterquilinium), arcus (cf. arquitenéns) , -lictus (6f. 
-linquo). When initial, gu (2.e. gv) loses the g and becomes 2, ¢.g. 
(g) venire, (g)vivos, (g)vorare. 

3. -¢n- and -cm- occasionally develop as gn and gm, e.g. salig- 
nus from sax (root salic-) ; dignus for *dec-nus,; ségmentum for 
*sec-mentum (SéC-0). . 


The Dental Mutes, f, d. 


95. 1. ¢regularly appears as 4, but in the Indo-European suffix 
-tlo-, ¢ became ¢, e.g. piaclum (whence piaculum) for *piatlom ; 
saeclum (saeculum) for *saetlom,; vinclum, etc. Sometimes this 
-clo- subsequently (by dissimilation; see § 110) developed to 
-cro-, when a preceding syllable had 4, e.g. davacrum for *lavaclom, 
*lavatlom,; in quadraginta, quadringentt, d has not developed 
from ¢; guadr- probably represents a different word ; see § 183. 13. 

2. @ is regularly retained, but becomes / in a few words, e.g. 
lacruma for dacruma (preserved in Ennius) ; 4ngua for early 
dingua (helped perhaps by association in the folk-consciousness 
with Angere, ‘lick’) ; solium for *sod-ium (Ablaut of sed-; see § 
64.a) ; levir for *devir (Gr. da(¢) yp). 


The Labial Mutes, p and 86. 


96. 1. p regularly remains unchanged ; but in the prepositions 
ab, ob, sub, 6 has developed from an earlier . The original forms 
of these words were *afo (Gr. dio), *op-t (in Ablaut relation to 
Gr. éri; f. § 64. a); supo (of. Gr. trd). By loss of the final 
vowel these became *a/, *op, *sup (cf. sup-er, supra) ; ap- and 
op- are probably to be recognized in apferio and operio,; but before 
voiced consonants the / of af, op, and sup regularly became 4 by 
partial assimilation, ¢.g. ab duce, ob delicta, sub décessé, whence the 
forms with 4 ultimately became predominant. In 4700 the initial 
& is for an original / by assimilation; cf Skr. pibami. By assim- 
ilation also, an original *Jengue became guingue; and *pequo 
became first *gueqguo, then coguo. 
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2. 5, as the descendant of Indo-European 4, is by no means 
a frequent sound in Latin, particularly initial 6. Examples are 
baculum, balbus, brevis; libricus, labrum. On the late develop- 
ment of intervocalic 4 to a spirant, see § 16. 2. 


The Indo-European Aspirates in Latin. 


97. In the Indo-European parent-speech the aspirates were 
almost exclusively voiced, #.¢. 5h, dh, gh (both palatal and velar) ; 
ph, th, ch were extremely rare. These voiced aspirates devel- 
oped in Latin as follows: 


1. Indo-European 6h became: 


2. 


a) fat the beginning of words, ¢.¢. agus (for *bhagos; Gr. 
gpyyos) ; fa-ri (root dha-, Gr. hyp) ; fu-t (root dhu- ,; 
Gr. iw) ; fer-0 (root dbher-; Gr. hépw). 

6) d in the interior of words, ¢.¢. ambo (for *ambho,; Gr. 
dudw) ; orbus (root orbh-; Gr. édppaves); mor-bus 
(suffix -dho-). 


Indo-European dh became: 


a) f at the beginning of words, ¢.g. fumus (for *dhiimos ; 
Gr. Oupés) ; féemina (root dhe-; Gr. O7-Avs) ; forum 
(root dhor-). 

6) Usually @ in the interior of words, ¢.g. medius (for *medh- 
tos; cf. Gr. péocos for *pefios) ; aedés, ‘ fire-place,’ 
‘hearth’ (root a@idh-; Gr. aifw, ‘burn’) ; viduus 
(root wdh-) ; but | 

¢) 6 in the interior of words, if an environing syllable con- 
tains 7, ¢.g. uber (root oudh-; Gr. otOap) ; rubro- 
(root rudhro-,; Gr. €pv8pes) ; and in the suffixes -d70- 
(for -dhro-,; Gr. Opo-), e.g. crt-brum. Similarly before 
Zin the Indo-European suffix -dh/o- (Gr. -0d0-), ah 
becomes 4, ¢.g. stabulum (with -bulum for -blum; see 


§ 91). 
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3. Indo-European gh. Here we must distinguish palatal and 
velar gh. 


A. Palatal gh. This became: 


a) h, when initial or between vowels in the interior of 
words, ¢.g. Aiems (root ghim-,; Gr. xepwv) ; holus 
(root ghol-); weho (root vegh-); anser (root 
ghans-) has lost the initial 4; see § 23. 
6) g after n, e.g. fingo (root dheigh-, with the infix 7). 
c) f before u, e.g. fu-ndo (root gheu-). 


B. Velar gh. 


a) Unlabialized velar gh becomes regularly #, but g 
before 7, ¢.g. hostis (for *ghostis) ; pre-hendo (root 
ghend-) ; gradior (for *ghrad-). 

6) Labialized velar gh becomes, — 

1) f, when initial, ¢.g. formus (for *ghormos). 

2) gu after n, eg. ninguit (root (s)aigh-, with 
infix #). 

3) vu between vowels, ¢.g. mivis, nivi, etc. (root 
snigh-). 


THE SPIRANTS, 5S, /, A. 


98. 1. s is the most important of the spirants, as regards 
phonetic changes. An original s regularly became 7 between 
vowels (‘Rhotacism’), e.g. ger-0 for *ges-0 (of. ges-si, ges-tus) ; 
adirimo for *dis-emo (cf. distinguo) ; temporis for *tempos-is (co. 
tempus); portarum for *portasom. This change took place 
within the historical period of the language. It had been con- 
summated before the close of the fourth century B.c. But the 
grammarians retained the tradition of the earlier forms, and often 
cite such words as arbosem, pignosa, etc. This change of s to 7 
sometimes seems to occur before v, ¢.g. /avva (root éas-). But 
this is only apparent ; wv in such cases is secondary, having devel- 
oped from 4, so that the rhotacism is regular: Jar-u-a (for 


100 The Latin Sounds. 


*las-u-a) ; of. Lar-es (for Lasés) ; fur-u-os (for *fus-u-os; cf. 
Jus-cus) ; Mener-u-a (for *Menes-u-a) ; la-ru-a and Miner-u-a 
are both found in Plautus. 

2. Wherever s appears between vowels in the classical language 
it is a result of the reduction of ss after a long vowel or a diph- 
thong, ¢.g. mist for misst (t.e. *mit-st); suasit for suasst (i.e. 
*suadst) ; haest (for haes-st) ; causa for caussa; divisio for 
divisst0. 

The forms with double ss were current in Cicero’s day (c/ Quin- 
tilian i. 7. 20), and occur occasionally in inscriptions much later ; 
after short vowels ss was, of course, always retained, e.g. fissus, 
SCISSUS, ClC. 

3. In a few cases intervocalic s appears to have resisted rhota- 
cisin, ¢.g. dastum, miser, cgesariés. Possibly the s was retained in 
miser and caesariés as a result of dissimilation (§ 110), ¢.e. in 
order to avoid *mirer, *cacraries. | 

4. By analogy, the ~ resulting from rhotacism sometimes crept 
into the Nominative from the oblique cases, ¢.g. honor (originally 
honos) after honoris, honort (originally *honosts, etc.). 

5. For the omission of the spirant 4, see § 23. 


Tue Liqutps, 4 7. 
The Liquids as Consonants. 


99. 1. As consonants, the Latin liquids exhibit few peculiari- 
ties. Their most important feature is a tendency toward dissimi- 
lation, as a result of which 7 changes to 7, or 7 to 4, to avoid the 
repetition of /or x in successive syllables. Examples are seen in 
the suffixes -@7i-, -cro-, for -ali-, -clo- (from -#lo-; see § 95.1), 
e.g. exemplaris (to avoid *exemplalis) ; lucrum (to avoid *luclum). 
So caeruleus is for *caeluleus (caelum). Sometimes r disappears 
altogether as a result of the tendency to avoid two 7’s in succes- 
sive syllables, ¢.g. pracstgiae for praestrigiae (praestringo) ; sempt- 
ternus for *sempe(r)-ternus. 


The Liquids. IOI 


The Liquids as Sonants. 


100. In the Indo-European parent-speech, whenever roots 
which, in their strong grades, contained e¢/, o/; er, or, became 
reduced to the weak grade (see § 64. 5), the 7 or x (by the disap- 
pearance of the ¢ or 0) became sonant, ¢.¢. endowed with vocalic 
character, usually indicated by { 7. English has these sounds in 
bot] (written bottle) ; centr (written centre), etc. These Indo- 
European sonant liquids developed in Latin as follows : 

1. {developed regularly as #/, sometimes as o/, e.g. pulsus (for 
an Indo-Eur. */-és; root pel-) ; -cudtus in oc-cultus (for an Indo- 
Eur. *c/-éés; root cel-) ; tollo, i.e. *tol-no (for *4-no, root éel-). 

Sometimes the sonant / was long in quantity and then devel- 
oped as a/ or /4, e.g. salvus for *sl-vds; lana (i.e. *vlana) for 
*y]-nd, from root vel-; of. vel-lus; latus (t.e. *Watus; § 104.12), 
from root /é/-. 

2. r developed regularly as or or ur, é.g. curvus (for *crvds, root 
cerv-; of. cerv-ix) ; porta (for *pr-td, root per-; cf. Gr. repo, 
for *iép-w) ; curtus (for *cr-¢és, root cer-; cf. Gr. xeipw for *xép-w). 

Like the sonant J, the sonant 7 was sometimes long in quantity. 
It then developed as az or 7a, eg. armus (for rmés) ; stratus (for 
*st?-tos ; root ster- in sternd) ; crats (for *cr-ts). 

3. In certain instances a sonant 7 arose in Latin itself. This 
sonant 7 developed differently from the Indo-European 7 above 
described, regularly becoming ev. Thus in the Nominative Singu- 
lar of vo-stems, ager, for example, was originally *agros; by Syn- 
cope (see § 92) *agros became *agrs, whence by assimilation 
*agr(r), and by development of 7 to e7, ager. Similarly, stems 
in -vis developed an ery in the Nominative Singular. Thus a@cvis 
gave first *acrs, then *@cr, whence acer. Other instances of the 
same change are /iberfas for *libr-tas (root ltbro-), acerbus for 
*dcr-bus,; incertus for *incrtus (from *incritos, root cri-) ; sécerno 
for *sécrno (from *sécrinod, root cri-) ; agellus, 1.e. *ager-lus for 
*der-lus, from agro-. 
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THE NASALS, m, 2. 
The Nasals as Consonants. 


101. As consonants the Latin nasals exhibit few peculiarities. 

1. Before 7, m became 2, é.g. vento for *gemjo (with labio-velar 
&; § 94.1); guoniam for *quomjam. 

2. On the tendency of m to disappear before labials, and 
before dentals, see § 20. 2-4. 


The Nasals as Sonants. 


102. In the Indo-European parent-speech, whenever roots 
which, in their strong grade, contained em, om, en, on, became 
reduced to the weak grade (see § 64. 4), the m or m (by the dis- 
appearance of the ¢ or 0) became sonant, #.e. endowed with vocalic 
character, usually indicated by m, 2. English has these sounds 
in dutn (written dutton), rhythm, ete. 

_1. These Indo-European sonant nasals developed in Latin 
regularly as em and en, eg. septem (for *sepim) ; decem (for 
*decm) ; ped-em, militem, etc., for *pedm, militm, etc.; memento 
for *me-mn-tod,; tentus for *tn-tés (root fen-) ; and in the suffix 
-men for -mn, é.g. nomen. 

2. Like the liquid sonants (see § 100. 1, 2) the nasal sonant 2 
is sometimes long, and then develops as an or n@, e.g. antae for 
*“ntae,; gna-tus (for *gn-tés ; root gen-) ; gna-rus (for *g7-rds). 


THE SEMI-VOWELS 7, v. 


103. 1. Primitive intervocalic 7 regularly disappeared, e.g. ea 
for *cja,; ¢o for *cjo; tres for *tre-es (t.¢. *trejes) ; moneod, ete., 
for *monczo. 

2. When following a consonant, primitive 7 became 2, e¢.g. vento 
for *venjo; capio for *cap~jo,; medius for *medjos. 

3. Intervocalic v also often disappears, ¢.g. contio for co(v)en- 
40; latrina for *la(v)atrina; nolo for *ne(v)olo,; jucundus for 
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Ju(v)icundus ; junior for *juvenior. Yet this law does not affect 
all instances of intervocalic z. 

4. av and ov in unaccented syllables regularly became z, ¢.g. 
domut for *domavi ; abluo for *ablavo ; denuo for dé novo ; impluo 
for *implovo ; induo for *indovo ; suus and tuus for earlier sovos 
and /ovos, owing to their frequent enclitic (unaccented) use. 


CONSONANT CHANGES.' 


INITIAL COMBINATIONS. 


104. 1. Initial consonant combinations often drop the first 
consonant. Thus: 


a) Mute lost: 

1) p in Aha for *piha (Gr. wredéa); sternuo for 
*psternuo. 

2) ¢ in /atus for *atus (root ¢el-); d in Ju-piter for 
* Djeu-pater (of. Gr. Zevs for *Aeus). 

3) gin Jac for *glact (Gf. ydAaxros), also in natus for 
gnatus,; notus for gnotus; yet the g appears in the 
archaic language and in compounds, e.g. ignotus 
(for *ingnotus) ; cognatus (for *con-gnatus). By 
analogy cognomen takes a g (for *comnomen). 

6) s lost: 

1) before mutes: in caedo for *scaido (cf. sci(n)do) ; 
trio for *strio (root ster-) ; torus for *storus (root 
ster-, stor-; of. ster-no, stor-ea, ‘mat’) ; tego for 
*stego (cf. oréyw) ; further, in dts, locus, latus, 
‘broad,’ for s#/ts, stlocus, stlatus. Early Latin 
still has séocus (eg. CIL. v. 7381) and s#atus, 
while sé/is is regularly used in the phrase Xvi72 
stlitibus judicandis. Cf. also Quintilian, 1. 4. 6. 


1See especially Stolz, Lateinische Grammatik, §§ 62-69; Lateinische 
Lautlehre, pp. 295-334 
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2) Before liquids and nasals: in /ébricus for *slubricus ; 
ningutt, nix (for *sninguit, *snix); mirus for 
*smirus. 
c) v lost in /a@na for *vlana,; radix for *vradtix. 


2. Other initial changes : 


a) s¢tstands for an initial 5p in stud-eo (cf. Gr. oreddw). 

5) sve- becomes so- in soror for *sve-sor,; socer for *svec- 
ros; somnus, t.e. *sop-nus, for *svepnos. But sv- is 
retained in sud@-vis, suadeo, suesco,; while it develops 
as s in sex (for *svex), and s# for enclitic *svai (of. 
Oscan svai). 

c) dv- becomes 4 in Jellum (and derivatives) ; in donus 
and d7s (earlier duis; cf. Gr. dis for *8pus) ; dimus for 
*dui-him-us, ‘of two winters.’ The early forms dve/- 
lum, dvonorum are preserved in inscriptions, and as 
archaisms in the poets. 


CONSONANT CHANGES IN THE INTERIOR OF WORDS. 


105. Simplification of Compound Consonant Groups.—1. In 
the case of groups of three or more consonants, one or more 
were regularly dropped in the formative period of the language 
to facilitate pronunciation. Examples are: suscipio for *subs- 
ctpio,; asporto for *abs-porto, ostendo for *obs-tendo; misceo for 
*mig-sceo (cf. Gr. piy-vupe) ; disco for *at-dc-sco, illustris for *illuc- 
stris; suesco for *suedsco; ecferrt for *ecs(ex)ferri,; pastus for 
*pasctus; mulst for *mulg-st,; ultus for *ulctus,; quintus for 
*guinctus,; arsi for *ardst,; tortus for *torctus; ursus for *urc- 
sus; sparst for *spargst; bimestris for *bimens-tris; poscere for 
“porcscere; Tuscus for *Zurscus (cf. Umbrian Zurskum); alnus 
for *alsnus ; fulmentum for *fulc-mentum,; urna for *urc-na (of. 
urc-eus), quernus for *querc-nus. 

Here also belong such compound forms as ignosco for *ingndsco ; 
cognosco for *congnosco ; agnosco for adgnosco. 
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2. Often such simplification is merely preliminary to further 
changes, — regularly so when the groups s/, sm, sn arise. Com- 
pensatory lengthening (§ 89) then takes place, e.g. pi/um, ‘mor- 
tar,’ for *pinslum, *pislum ; ala for *acsla, *asla. The preposition 
é as a ‘by-form’ of ex arose in this way, ¢.g. ego, énormis for 
*ecsligo, *esligo; *ecsnormis, *esnormis,; after ¢ became estab- 
lished in compounds, it came to be used separately. So also 
tra- arose, ¢.g. traduco for transduco, *trasduco. Transdico is 
the result of ‘Re-composition’ (§ 87. 3). 

3. Where two of three consonants in a group are a mute and a 
liquid, owing to facility of pronunciation, simplification does not 
take place, ¢.g. astrum, antrum. Other groups easy of pronuncia- 
tion are sometimes preserved, ¢.g. sculpst, serpst, planxt, though 
these may be due to analogy. Compounds like “ranscribo, trans- 
porto, which are much later than the formative period of the lan- 
guage, are not to be regarded as exceptions. 


ASSIMILATION. 


106. 1. Assimilation is designated as ‘regressive’ when the 
first of two consonants is assimilated to the second, ‘ progressive’ 
when the second is assimilated to the first. 

2. By regressive assimilation the following changes take place : 


be to ct, e.g. occurro, 

bg to gg, e.g. suggero. 

bf to ff, ¢.g. suffero. 

bp to pp, e.g. supporto. 

adc to ct, é.g. accurro. 

dg to ge, eg. aggero. 

al to HW, eg. sella (*sed-la); lapillus (*lapid-lus). 
dn to nn, e.g. mercennarius for * merced-narius. 
ds to ss, ¢.g. jussus for *jud-sus (root judh-). 
ap to pp, e.g. apporto. 

t& to ct, eg. siccus for *stt-cus (of. sit-ts). 

ts to ss, e.g. guasst for *guatst. 
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pmto mm, eg. summus for *sup-mus. 

Pf to Ff, eg. oficina for *opficina, t.¢. *opi-ficina; see § 92. 

nm to mm, e.g. gemma for *gen-ma, t.e. ‘sprout’ (root gen-). 

ni to UW, e.g. ullus for *unlus, t.e *unulus ; see § 92. 

ns sometimes to ss, which was later simplified to s, ¢.g. in adjec- 
tives in -osus. The earlier form was formonsus, etc., whence 
JSormossus (cf. § 98. 2), formosus. 

rl to Wl, e.g. stella for *ster-la; agellus for *ager-lus (see § 100. 3); 
paullus for *paur-lus (of. Gr. raitpos). 


3- By progressive assimilation the following changes occur : 


ld to YW, e.g. mollis for *moldis. Assimilation affects only a primi- 
tive (7; in valde (= valde; § 92), for example, the 47 remains 
unchanged. 

ln to U, e.g. pellis for *pelnis; dn resulting from Syncope (§ 92), 
as in Z/na for *ulena; volnus for *vol-inus, is not affected by 
this change. 

ds to Wl, e.g. velle for *velse; facillumus for *facilsumus. 

rs to rr, eg. ferre for *fer-se; torrere for *tors-ére. Secondary rs, 
for rtf, as in versus for *vertfos (see § 108. 1) generally re- 
mained unchanged, but in the colloquial language such an 7s 
sometimes became ss or 5, ¢.g. prossus, prosus for prorsus (4.e. 
proversus). 


4. Partial Assimilation. — Sometimes assimilation is only par- 
tial. Thus: 


a) A labial nasal may become dental, or a dental nasal may 
+ become labial, owing to the influence of the following 
mute, ¢.g. centum for *cemfum, ventum for *vemtum 
(root gem-); con-tendo for *com-tendo, etc., whence 
arose con- as a separate form of the preposition com-. 
6) A voiced mute may become voiceless before a following 
voiceless sound, ¢.g. @c-tum (for *ag-tum); scrip-st 

for *scribst. 
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¢) The labial mutes / and 4 are changed to the correspond- 
ing nasals before 2, ¢.g. somnus for *sop-nus (earlier 
*sucp-nos; § 104. 2. 6); Samnium for *Sab-nium 
(f. Sabint); antemnae for *ant-ap-nae ; lit. “opposite 
fastenings,’ — hence ‘ yards.’ 


METATHESIS. 


107. Metathesis or transposition is perhaps to be recognized in 
Jfundo for *fud-no,; unda for *ud-na; pando for *pat-no,; and 
tendo for *te-in-o (reduplicated present). 


OTHER CONSONANT CHANGES. 


108. 1. An original dor # became ss, e.g. sessus for *sed-tus; 
passus for *pfat-tus. After a long vowel or diphthong such an ss 
became s in the Augustan era, though retained in Cicero’s 
time (§ 98. 2), e.g. “sus, earlier Zssus, for *uttus; divisus, earlier 
divissus, for *dividtus. In such forms as /ap-sus, pulsus, nexus 
(= nec-sus), | Jixus, s has not developed phonetically, but has 
simply been borrowed from words like sessus, ftsus, et. When 
followed by 7 an original d¢ or ¢f became s¢ (instead of ss), e.g. 
claustrum for *claud-trum ; pedestris for *pedettris. In syncopated 
forms and compounds, d@¢ simply became /%, ¢.g. cette for *ced-ate 
(cf. cedo), attendo,; i.e. these forms belong to a period in which 
the change of a7, ¢# to ss was no longer operative. 

2. Between m and 4, a parasitic ~ developed, e.g. exemplum 
for *exemlom,; templum for *tem-lom. Such a p developed also 
between m and s in suémpst, contempsi, and between m and ¢ in 
émptus and contemptus ; hiems did not develop this f; the phe- 
nomenon apparently was confined to accented syllables. 

3. An original -sv- became 47. The steps in this change were 
first from sv to Ar (4= Eng. “h), then to /7, whence 47, Exam- 
ples are: sobrinus for *sosr-inus (*sosr- from *sosor, earlier form 
of soror,; see § 104. 2.6); tenebrae for *tenesrae; membrum for 
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*memsrom,; fiunebris for *funesris (of. funes-tus) ; mukebris for 
*muliesris (of. multer-ts for *multes-is ; § 98. 1). 

4. For the disappearance of s before 4, m, n, r, 6, d, g in 
accented syllables, combined with lengthening of a preceding 
short vowel, see § 89. In unaccented syllables s, in such cases, 
was lost without affecting the quantity of the previous vowel, ¢.g. 
vidimus for *vidismus; corpulentus for *cérposlentus; satin for 
sdtusne,; potin for potisne. 


CONSONANT CHANGES AT THE END OF WorDS. 


109. 1. Single consonants are usually retained. Final s does 
not become z phonetically, but is changed after the analogy of the 
y arising by rhotacism in the oblique cases; see § 98.4. Final 
nm in the Nominative Singular of m-stems, disappeared prior to 
the existence of Latin as a separate language, ¢.g. in homo for 
*hom-0(n); *caro(n), etc. After a long vowel or a diphthong, 
final @ is found in early inscriptions, but disappeared toward the 
close of the archaic period. Examples are: Ablatives Singular of 
the first and second declension, e.g. praeda for praedad; Gnaivo 
for Guaivod,; also certain Adverbs and Prepositions, ¢.g. ex/ra, 
supra, ett.; pro- for prod-, which latter appears in prodesse. So 
also sé- for sed-, which latter appears in s¢as“o. 

2. Geminated consonants are not written at the end of a word ; 
thus as for *ass (cf as-sis) ; so fel for *fell, t.e. *fels (§ 106. 3) ; 
Jar for *farr, t.e. *fars (§ 106. 3); yet it is probable that gemi- 
nated consonants were spoken in these words, ¢.g. hoce (for *hodc), 
not hoc ; so ess, ‘thou art,’ farr, fell, ass. 

3- Groups of two consonants at the end of a word are sim- 
plified, - 

a) By dropping the ecend e.g. mel for *melt; lac for *lact,; 
os for *ost; cor for *cord. In fers, fert, volt, est, the final conso- 
nant is retained after the analogy of agis, agit, etc. A regular 
exception to the general principle is seen in final fs and Hy 68. 
ops, urbs (bs = ps; see § 27); rex, lex. 
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5) By dropping the first, ¢.g. miles for *milets; pes for *peds ; 
and in final syllables in -”s, as agros for *agrons; turris for 
*furrins. 

4. Final -nts, -nds, -rts, -rds, -lts lost the 4 eg. mon()s, 
Jron(d)s, concor(d)s, ar(t)s, pul(f)s. Final -nx, -dx, -rx are 
permitted, ¢.g. Janx, falx, merx. 


DISAPPEARANCE OF SYLLABLES BY DISSIMILATION. 


110. By a natural tendency, when two syllables began with 
the same consonant, the first syllable was often dropped, e.g. deb:- 
hitare for *debiiita-tare ; calamitosus for *calamitatosus ; dentio for 
*dentitio,; portorium for *portitorium ; veneficus for *venenificus ; 
voluntartus for *voluntatarius ; semodtus for *sémt-modius. 


CHAPTER VII. 
INFLECTIONS. 
DECLENSION OF NOUNS AND ADJECTIVES. 


A-Stems. 


111. In the Indo-European parent-speech there was Ablaut 
(§ 62) in the suffix of a-stems. The weak grade of 2, wiz. a 
(§ 66) occurred in the Vocative Singular, and also in the Nomi- 
native and Accusative Dual, if Brugmann’s theory be correct ; see 
§ 120. Elsewhere the suffix remained a. 


112. Nominative Singular.—1. The original Nominative Sin- 
gular had -@, e.g. *forfa. But -@ was shortened to -d@ before the 
beginning of the historical period. Possibly this shortening was 
owing to the influence of the Accusative Singular, where *-am 
regularly became shortened to -dm (§ 88.2). The relation of the 
Nominative to the Accusative in o-stems, w-stems, and 7-stems 
might easily have led to such shortening. Cf the following pro- 
portional representations : 


Servos : servom 
fructis - fructim |: ; porta: portam. 
ignis : ignim 


Possibly the law of Breves Breviantes (§ 88. 3), by which */iga, 
*féra, *r ota, etc., regularly became fuga, férd, rota, etc., led to the 


1 See, in general: Brugmann, Grundriss, ii. §§ 184-404; Lindsay, Latin 
Language, chaps. v. and vi.; Stolz, Lateinische Grammatih, §§ 75-88. 
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extension of -d for -@ to all Nominatives. Either one or both of 
these influences may have operated to produce the shortening of 
final @. 

2. The Latin has developed a number of Masculine @-stems, 
e.g. agricola, ‘farmer’ (probably originally ‘farming’); c4 opto 
m., ‘centurion’s assistant,’ from off, 7,, ‘ choice, selection.’ Other 
languages exhibit this same phenomenon, ¢.g. Greek. ‘Thus vea- 
vias, ‘a youth,’ probably goes back to a lost *veavia, ‘ youth’ 
(abstract), the -s being appended to indicate the Masculine sig- 
nification ; so further many Greek Masculines in -as, -ys. The 
mediaeval Latin word dursa, f,, meant ‘ company of students,’ but 
subsequently became individualized to mean ‘a student’ (Ger- 
man Bursche); so camerata, f., ‘roomful of comrades,’ later 
‘comrade’ (German Xamerad). Cf. also English justice (the 
quality) and justice (‘magistrate’); Spanish jus#cia, by change 
of gender, also covers these two senses. 


113. Genitive Singular. — The ending of the Genitive Singular | 
in Indo-European was -s, -es, -os, the different forms representing 
Ablaut (§ 64. @), as the result of varying accentual conditions of 
the parent-speech. In the case of @-stems, the case-ending had 
already united with the @- of the stem producing the contraction 
-as. This appears in but a few Latin words. It is preserved in 
Jamikas in the combinations pater familias, mater familias, etc., 
but elsewhere is archaic, e.g. vias (Enn. Ann. 421 Vahl.), fortinas 
(Naevius). | 


114. The Genitive Singular in -ae goes back to an earlier -a 
(dissyllabic), which is found in the poets as late as the Augustan 
Age. This termination -@7 apparently arose by appending the 
Genitive termination -z of the o-stems directly to the stem, ¢.g. 
porta-t, Whether a7 became ai, ae by regular phonetic processes, 
or partly under the influence of the Dative and Locative ending 
ge, is uncertain. 
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115. Dative Singular.— The Indo-European case-ending of 
the Dative Singular was -a#. But this had already in the Indo- 
European parent-speech contracted with the final -@ of the stem 
producing *-a, whence successively -@, -a@e (ante-vocalic form ; 
§§ 86; 80. 1). Onan early Dative in -@ see also § 86. 


116. Accusative Singular.— The case-ending was -m in Indo- 
European. This in combination with -@ of the stem must have 
given a primitive Latin *-am, e.g. *portam ; but the vowel in all 
final syllables in m had probably become shortened before the 
beginning of the historical period (§ 88. 2). 


117. Vocative Singular.— There was no case-ending in the 
Vocative Singular of @-stems in the Indo-European parent-speech. 
The Vocative simply had the weak form @ of the suffix @ (§ 111). 
Thus *Jor/@ would represent the Indo-European Vocative Singu- 
lar of porta. This *forta would become in Latin *forf# accord- 
ing to § 71. 1. Hence the Vocative in actual use must be referred 
to another origin ; it is probably simply the Nominative transferred 
to Vocative uses. The same is true of most Latin Vocatives 
in all declensions. 


118. Ablative Singular.— The Indo-European case-ending of 
the Ablative Singular seems to have been @ with some preceding 
vowel, 2.¢. -ad, -éd, or -dd. In the noun-declension, this case- 
ending belonged in Indo-European exclusively to the d-stems (see 
§ 130). In Latin it was transferred to @-stems also, combining 
with the final -@ of the stem to produce -a@d, which is preserved 
in early inscriptions, ¢g. PRAIDAD, CIL. i. 63, 643; SENTENTIAD, 
CIL. i. 196. 8, 17. These inscriptions belong to the period of 
Plautus, and such Ablatives are probably to be recognized in the 
text of his comedies. Before an initial consonant, final @ when 
following a long vowel regularly disappeared. Theoretically, 
therefore, for a while two forms must have existed, — an ante- 
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consonantal form, praida@, efc., and an ante-vocalic form, praidad, 
etc. But the ante-consonantal form early became predominant, — 
probably by 175 B.c. 


119. Locative Singular.—The case-ending of the Locative 
Singular in Indo-European was -?. In -@-stems this combined 
with -@ of the stem to produce -ai, a long diphthong (§ 86), 
which then became shortened to -@#, later -ae, just as in the case 
of the Dative (§ 115). 


120. Nominative and Vocative Plural.— The original case- 
ending of the Nominative Plural in Indo-European was -és for 
all nouns. In the case of @-stems, this -@s must early have 
contracted with final -@ of the stem to *-as. This *-ds is the 
regular termination of the Nominative Plural of @-stems in the 
other Italic dialects, — Oscan, Umbrian, efc.; but has entirely dis- 
appeared in Latin.’ Instead of -@s, we have the termination -dz, 
which Brugmann takes as an original Nominative and Accusative 
Dual (cf. Skr. duvé == Indo-Eur. *¢@uv-d@7) that has taken on a Plural 
function. But an original final -@/ regularly becomes -2, so that we 
should expect *forft (for *portai), if the Nominative Plural were 
descended from this Dual form. Final -az in Latin, as seen in 
the case of the Genitive, Locative, and Dative Singular (§§ 114, 
115),can come only from an original -@, as the ante-vocalic 
form (§ 86). Hence Latin forfae (early Latin *forfaz) must go 
back to an original *for/ai. The exact nature of this formation 
is not clear; but Greek y@pat, povoa, ev., are apparently of the 
same origin. The Vocative Plural of @-stems is simply the Nomi- 
native employed in a Vocative function. 


121. Genitive Plural.—JIt is uncertain what form the case- 
ending of the Genitive Plural had in Indo-European. It was 
either -0m or -dm, with the probabilities in favor of the latter 


1 A few possible vestiges occur in the early language. 
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(Brugmann, Grundriss, ii. p. 689). With the -@ of the stem this 
case-ending must have early contracted to *-am, a termination 
which has entirely disappeared from all the Italic dialects. 
Instead of *-a@m the Latin has -a@rum, a termination borrowed 
from the Genitive Plural of the Pronominal Declension. This 
-arum is developed by Rhotacism (§ 98. 1) from an earlier -dsom, 
which appears in Homeric Greek in the form -awy, ¢.g. Oedwy for 
6ea(o)wv. The forms ending in -vm, which sometimes occur in 
the poets, ¢.g. caelicolum, Dardanidum, are new formations, pos- 
sibly in imitation of the o-stems, possibly after the analogy of such 
Genitives as Aencadum (from Aeneadeés). | 


122. Dative and Ablative Plural.— The Indo-European par- 
ent-speech had no. special form for the Ablative in the Plural. 
The Ablative Plural, in all languages in which that case occurs, is 
identical in form with the Dative. The genuine Dative and Ab- 
lative Plural of @-stems in -@5us (on -dus, see § 144) appears only 
in a few words where distinction of sex is important, ¢.g. eguabus, 
filiabus, libertabus, etc. Elsewhere we have the termination -2s, 
which is historically an instrumental formation borrowed from the 
o-stems. The termination of the Instrumental Plural of the 
o-stems was -ots (see § 133). By analogy the @-stems created 
the termination -ais, which regularly became -is (see § 80. 2). 

Some advocate a Locative origin for these forms, but that is 
less probable. 


123. The Accusative Plural. — The case-ending of the Accusa- 
tive Plural in Indo-European was -”s. The # disappeared accord- 
ing to § 109. 3, 2.¢. portas for *portans. 


0-Stems. 
A. MASCULINES AND FEMININES. 


124. In the Indo-European parent-speech there was Ablaut 
(§ 70) in the suffix of o-stems. Both forms of the strong grade 
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occur, éand 6. The former appears in the Vocative and Loca- 
tive (Genitive) Singular, and partially in the Ablative; the latter 
In the remaining cases. 


125. Nominative Singular.—This is formed by appending -s to 
the stem, e.g. horto-s, later hortus (§ 76.1). On ager, see §100. 3. 


126. Genitive Singular.— The so-called Genitive Singular of 
o-stems is in all probability a Locative that has taken on the func- 
tion of the Genitive. The suffix took the form e (see § 124) 
which, with the Locative case-ending 7, gave by contraction -e/, 
whence regularly -z. The Locative function is still apparent in 
humi, belli, domi, hert ; also in town names, ¢.g. Corinthi. 


127. Dative Singular.— The Indo-European case-ending -a? 
early combined by contraction with final o of the stem, produc- 
ing -ot. Perhaps we have this in Vzmasioi in our earliest Latin 
inscription, CIL. xiv. 4123. In the historical period -o? has 
become o (ante-consonantal form, § 86). Cf Matuta for 
Matutat (§ 86). 


128. The Accusative Singular.— The regular ending -m is 
appended to the stem in 9, e.g. horto-m, classical hortum 


(§ 76. 1). 


129. Vocative Singular.— The stem with the e-suffix serves as 
a Vocative, ¢.g. hort-e,; there is no case-ending. 


130. Ablative Singular.— O-stems were the only ‘class of 
nouns in Indo-European that originally had a special Ablative 
case-ending ; other nouns, so far as they exhibit a special ending 
for this case, have borrowed it from d-stems. The form of this 
case-ending is @ with a preceding vowel, @, 2, or 0, i.e. -dd, -éd, 
or 6a. As the case-ending appears only in contraction, the vowel 
cannot be determined. The stem appears in two forms, — one in 
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o- and one in e- (§ 124), ¢.g. récto- and recfé-. With the former 
of these the case-ending combined to produce *7éc/od, and with 
the latter *xec¢ed. Forms with @ appear in early Latin, ¢.g. popA- 
cod, facilumed. Later (by 175 B.c.) the @ disappeared ; see § 118. 
The forms in -¢ became appropriated as Adverbs, — récté, factl- 
lume, ete. 


131. Nominative and Vocative Plural.— The Nominative 
Plural of o-stems in Indo-European was originally formed by 
appending the case-ending -és to the stem, giving Indo-European 
-os. This termination appears in the other Italic dialects, — 
Oscan, Umbrian, efc.; but in Latin the o-stems have borrowed 
the termination of the Pronominal Declension, zz. -of. <A tradi- 
tion of this appears in p:lumnoe, poploe cited by Festus (p. 205, 
ed. Miiller). But final oz regularly became 2, the classical termi- 
nation, ¢.g. orf. In Plautus and in early inscriptions, we find also 
a termination -¢s, e.g. magistres. ‘This represents a borrowing 
from the z-stems (see § 154), helped doubtless by the existence of 
gues as a ‘by-form’ of gui (the relative). 


132. Genitive Plural.— The original termination was -dm, the 
result of contraction of final o of the stem and the case-ending 
-6m or -om (§ 121). This termination, shortened to -dm (§ 42.1), 
appears in early Latin, ¢.g. Romanom, and in the form -um (§ 76. 
1) is also regular in certain words in the classical period, e.g. 
talentum, modium, deum, etc. (Gr. § 25. 6.a@). The usual end- 
ing -0rum is of secondary origin, and is formed after the analogy 
of the Genitive Plural of @-stems (§ 121). 


133. Dative and Ablative Plural.— The so-called Dative and 
Ablative Plural is in reality an Instrumental. The Indo-European 
form of the termination was -0zs. This in Latin became first -dzs 
(§ 86), and then -zs (§ 81. 2), the classical termination. C/ 
§ 122. 
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134. Accusative Plural.— The Indo-European case-ending was 
-ns. Latin *horto-ns would represent the primitive formation ; 
this became horwos,; § 109. 3. 4. 


B. NEUuTERS. 


135. In the Singular these present no special peculiarity. The 
Nominative, Accusative, and Vocative have -m as case-ending, 
which is Indo-European. 


136. The Nominative, Accusative, and Vocative Plural have -d. 
This ending is in all probability identical with that of the Nomi- 
native Singular of -@-stems, #.¢. certain Feminine collective nouns 
came to be felt as Plurals and were so used syntactically. Thus 
an original *juga@ (Latin juga) meaning ‘collection of yokes’ (¢/ 
German das Goéche) came to be felt as a Plural and was con- 
strued accordingly. The use of the Singular in Greek with a 
Neuter Plural subject, apparently dates from the time when the 
Neuter Plural was still a Feminine Singular. 


Consonant Stems. 
A. MASCULINES AND FEMININES. 


The original case-endings are seen to best advantage in the 
Mute stems. 


137. Nominative Singular. — The case-ending is s, which com- 
bines with the final consonant in the ways enumerated in Gr. 
§§ 32, 33, e.g. princep-s; miles, dux. 


138. Genitive Singular.— Of the three forms of the Indo- 
European case-ending, viz. -s, -es, -os, the second, -es, is the one 
which regularly appears appended to consonant stems. This 
becomes -is according to § 73. 2. @), e.g. ped-is, militis. ‘Traces 
of the ending -os are seen in early Latin nomin-us (-us for -os 
acc. to § 76. 1), Castor-us, honor-us, etc.,— perhaps also in opus 
in the phrase opus est, ‘it is necessary.’ Cf. § 341. 2. 
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139. Dative Singular.— The Indo-European case-ending was 
probably -a/, which regularly became -2, eg. ped-it for *fed-ai ; 
militt for *militat. 


140. Accusative Singular.— The Indo-European case-ending 
was -m, which, after a consonant, necessarily became: sonant 
(§ 102. 1) and developed as -em, e.g. pedem for *pedm ; principem 
for *principm. 


141. Ablative Singular.—The termination -2 may represent 
either the Indo-European Instrumental case-ending -@ or the 
Locative -z, Each of these would regularly become -é in Latin 
(§§ 71.13 75). Probably we should recognize the presence of 
both formations in the Latin Ablative, just as we recognize the 
presence of both Instrumental and Locative meanings in that case. 


142. Nominative and Vocative Plural.— The Indo-European 
case-ending of the Nominative Plural was -és, seen in Greek -es 
(e.g. pvdAax-es), but is not preserved in Latin. Plautine canés, 
pedés, turbines, etc., come under § 88. 3. The ending -és which 
appears regularly in all nouns of so-called Third Declension has 
been borrowed from the 7-stems ; see § 154. 


143. Genitive Plural.—-The regular ending -vm is for earlier 
-om. Whether this was -dm or -om in Indo-European is uncer- 
tain; see § 121. 


144. Dative and Ablative Plural. — The Indo-European end- 
"ing was -dhos, which became -des (§ 97. 1. 6). This appears 
once or twice in early Latin, but soon became -dus (§ 76. 1). 
The z of -zdus, the regular termination of all consonant stems, 
is borrowed from the z-stems ; § 156. 


145. Accusative Plural.— The Indo-European ending -ns be- 
came -zs (§ 102.1) after a consonant. This regularly became 
*-ens, whence -és; § 109. 3. 4. 
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B. NEUuUTERS. 


146. The Nominative and Accusative Singular are formed with- 
out case-ending. For the -d of the Nominative and Accusative 
Plural, see § 136. 


STEM—FORMATION OF CONSONANT STEMS. 


147. Several formative suffixes originally showed Ablaut (§§ 62, 
70). Thus: ; 

1. §-Stems.—Stems formed with the suffix -os (-us), eg. 
gen-us, had in certain cases the suffix -es-; thus originally Nom. 
*gen-os, Gen. *gen-es-es, Dat. *gen-es-ai, later gen-us, gen-er-ts, 
gen-er-t (§ 98.1). In some words the -os- suffix of the Nomina- 
tive invaded the oblique cases, ¢.g. semp-us, Gen. femp-or-ts (for 
*femp-os-es). Yet the -es- suffix appears in the adverbs “mp-er-i, 
temp-er-e. Cf. also temp-es-tas, temp-es-fivus, where the original 
-es- has been protected by the following 7 Pignus, which is ordi- 
narily declined pignus, pignorts, had the -es- suffix in early Latin, 
e.g. pignert (Plautus). 

2. Nasal Stems. — The sufhxes of many nasal stems originally 
had Ablaut (§§ 62, 70). Thus: 

a) The suffix -on- (lengthened from -on-, strong grade; § 62) 
had another strong form, -em-, and a weak one, -”-. Most words 
have lost the -”- grade, and show only -on- or -en-, e.g. umb-o for 
umb-o(n) (§ 109. 1), Gen. umb-on-is, etc., ord-0(n), Ord-in-is 
(for *ord-en-is, § 73. 2), turb-0(n), turb-in-ts. Car-o(n), Gen. 
car-n-is, shows a trace of the weak grade of the suffix. 

6) The suffix -70()- had another form of the strong grade, vz. 
-ten-, and a weak grade -zm-. The weak grade appears in the 
other Italic languages, Oscan, Umbrian, etc., but not in Latin, 
where we have only -20, ¢.g. @ctio(”), Gctt-on-ts. 

c) The suffix -mo(m) had also the grades -men- and -mn-. 
Sometimes the -men- grade appears in the oblique cases, e.g. 
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ho-mo(n), ho-min-is, etc.; sometimes the -mo(n) of the Nomina- 
tive appears throughout, ¢.g. sermo, sermonis. 

a) Neuters in -men show two forms of the suffix. In the 
Nominative -men stands for -ma (§ 102.1), e.g. no-men for 
*no-mn. In the oblique cases mzn- is for men-, e.g. n0-min-ts for 
*no-men-es (§ 73. 2). 

3. A-Stems.—Some of these originally had Ablaut in the 
suffix. Thus: 

a) Nouns of relationship in -#7, eg. pater, mater, frater. 
These originally had three forms of the suffix, vz. -fr-, fer, and 
-tr- (weak form; § 62). The Greek has clung quite closely to 
the original declension, za-typ, wa-rp-ds, wa-rép-a. In Latin the 
-tr- form of the suffix has gained the supremacy in the oblique 
cases ; in the Nominative, -/ev represents earlier *-/er (§ 88. 2). 

6) Nouns of agency in -ér originally had three forms of the 
suffix, wz. -t0r-, -tor-, -tr-. In Latin these have all. practically 
been reduced to one, -/or (Nominative -/6r7 being for earlier *-/07 ; 
§ 88.2). The weak grade -¢r-, however, appears in the corre- 
sponding feminine nouns of agency, ¢.g. vic-ty-ix, gene-tr-tx, etc. 


/-Stems. 


A. MASCULINE AND FEMININE ?-STEMS. 


148. These originally had Ablaut (§§ 62; 70) in the suffix. 
The strong form of the suffix was -e7-, the weak form -?-. 

Many original z-stems have passed over in Latin into the -20(2) 
class (§ 147. 2.4). Examples are sfatro (earlier *stats ; of. Gr. 
orao.s for *ora-ris) ; -vento (earlier *-vents,; cf. Gr. Baows for 
* Baris) ; -dentio (earlier -tentts; cf. Gr. rdots for *ratis). 


149. Nominative Singular.— This is regularly formed by ap- 
pending -s, ¢.g. igni-s, turri-s. Several nouns have lost the # before 
s by Syncope (§ 92), ¢.g. pars for *part-(7)s (ff partim) ; gens for 
*gent-(2)s. mens for *ment-(4)s. Gr. § 38. 3. 
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150. Genitive Singular. — The Indo-European termination 
seems to have been -e#s, z.¢. e¢ (strong form of suffix) + -s, weak 
grade of Genitive case-ending (§ 138). But this termination -e/s, 
while preserved in Oscan and Umbrian, has disappeared in Latin. 
The termination -zs is borrowed from Consonant stems. 


151. Dative Singular.— The Indo-European case-ending -az 
regularly became -2 as in consonant stems, and this -2 contracted 
with the z of the stem, ¢.g. terri for *turrt-i. 


152. Accusative Singular.—The regular ending -m is appended 
to the stem, ¢.g. furri-m. The termination -em (borrowed from 
the Consonant stems) has, however, largely displaced primitive 
-im. See Gr. § 37. 


158. Ablative Singular.— There was no special form for the 
Ablative Singular of z-stems in Indo-European. The Latin, how- 
ever, formed an Ablative in -d, ¢.g. turrid, after the analogy of 
o-stems (hortos : horiom : hortod:: turris: turrim: turrid), These 
-d-forms, however, are attested by only scanty examples; the @ 
early disappeared (§ 109. 1), leaving the termination -2. 


154. Nominative Plural. — The suffix of the Nominative Plural 
took the form -e/- (§ 148). Thus the primitive formation would 
be represented by *#srr-ei-2s. The 7 between vowels first became 
J, and then regularly disappeared. The resulting */srréés then 
became /¢urrés by contraction. C/. in Greek modus (e = @) for 
*rroNelces. 


155. Genitive Plural.— The ending -vm is appended to the 
stem ending in the 7-suffix, e.g. “urri-um. 


156. Dative and Ablative Plural. — The Indo-European end- 
ing -bhos is appended to the stem, ending in the ?-sufhx, ¢.g. fur- 
rt-bus. On -bus for *-bhos, see §§ 97. 1.4; 76. 1. 
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157. Accusative Plural.—The termination was -#s; hence 
originally ‘urrins, whence ‘erris (§ 109. 3. 4). The termination 
-€s, which is often used instead of -is, is borrowed from the Con- 
sonant stems. 

B. NEUTER ?-STEMS. 

158. 1. These changed the final -7 to -é by a regular law 
(§ 75). Stems of more than two syllables then dropped the -é 
thus developed, while dissyllabic stems retained it, ¢.g. calcar(e), 
animal(e); but mare, rete. 

2. The case-endings of Neuter 7-stems are in general the same 
as for Masculines and Feminines. On the -a@ (#.e. -@) of the 
Nominative and Accusative Plural, see § 136. 


Consonant Stems that have partially adapted themselves to the 
Inflection of /-Stems. 


159. As stated in the Grammar, § 40, the adaptation is prac- 
tically confined to the Plural, zzz. the Genitive and Accusative, 
where -zum and -is take the place of the normal -wm and -es. 
Several distinct groups of words belong here: . 

1. One of the most important classes consists of nouns in -és, 
e.g. aedés, nubes, etc. "These seem to have been originally Neuters 
with the suffix -os-, -es- (§ 147. 1). Thus a@edes is the Greek 
alos ; sédés is the Gr. dos, ef. What has led to the adaptation 
of these words to the inflection of 7-stems in the Genitive and 
Accusative Plural is not certain; but the fact that no stems of 
this class ever show -zm# in the Accusative Singular or -7 in the 
Ablative Singular,’ whereas regular 7-stems in -zs frequently show 
these endings, makes it impossible to regard nouns in -és, Gen. 
-iS, aS actual z-stems. 

2. Nouns in -/as, Gen. -/@#s, may possibly represent 7-stems, 
i.e. civitat-t- ; yet the absence of -zm and -7- forms in the Accusa- 
tive and Ablative Singular is against this. Cf 1 above. 


1 Neue (/ormenlehre i.2 235) gives one or two extremely doubtful exam- 
ples of -2 from Mss. 
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U-Stems. 
A. MASCULINE AND FEMININE 4-STEMS. 


160. Like the 7-stems, the #-stems had a suffix which appeared 
in two forms, vz. -ew- and -u-. The former was strong; the 
latter weak. See §§ 64.¢; 70. 


161. Nominative Singular.— The Nominative Singular ap- 
pends -s, e.g. friictu-s. 


162. Genitive Singular.—The Genitive Singular had the 
strong form of the suffix, vz. -ew-. To this was added the Geni- 
tive case-ending in its weakest form, vz. -s (§ 138), thus */ruc?- 
eu-s, whence regularly fructus (§ 85). Early Latin also shows 
two other formations, vz. in -wis and -wos, e.g. senatu-is and 
senatu-os. ‘These represent the other forms of the Genitive case- 
ending. 5 

The termination -#%s cannot be explained as the result of con- 
traction from either -wzs or -vos. Neither wz nor vo contracts to z. 

In Plautus and Terence #-stems largely follow the analogy of 
o-stems and form the Genitive Singular in -2, ¢.g. senazz. 


163. Dative Singular.— The Indo-European case-ending -ai 
appended to the stem regularly gives -7, ¢.g. fructu-t._ The Dative 
in -# is not formed from that in -w? by contraction ; for -wz does 
not contract to #. The forms in @ are either Instrumentals or 
Locatives. Thus /ructu may be for *fructu-e by contraction. 
On @ as the representative of an original -d@ (Instrumental case- 
ending), see § 141. If Locative, fructz is for *fructeu, a peculiar 
suffixless formation. 


164. Accusative Singular.—The regular ending -m is ap- 
pended, e.g. fructu-m. 


165. Ablative Singular.— The earliest Latin formation had 
-d, e.g. fructud. This, however, was not inherited from the Indo- 
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ho-mo(n), ho-min-is, etc.; sometimes the -0(n) of the Nomina- 
tive appears throughout, ¢.g. sermd, sermonis. 

a) Neuters in -men show two forms of the suffix. In the 
Nominative -men stands for -mmn (§ 102.1), ¢g. n0o-men for 
*no-mn. In the oblique cases mzn- is for men-, e.g. no-min-ts for 
*no-men-es (§ 73. 2). 

3. A-Stems.—Some of these originally had Ablaut in the 
sufix. Thus: 

a) Nouns of relationship in -#7, eg. pater, mater, frater. 
These originally had three forms of the suffix, viz. -fer-, fer, and 
-tr- (weak form; § 62). The Greek has clung quite closely to 
the original declension, za-ryp, wa-rp-0s, wa-rep-a. In Latin the 
-¢r- form of the suffix has gained the supremacy in the oblique 
cases ; in the Nominative, -/ey represents earlier *-/¢r (§ 88. 2). 

6) Nouns of agency in -/r originally had three forms of the 
suffix, viz. -t0r-, -tor-, -tr-. In Latin these have all. practically 
been reduced to one, -¢or (Nominative -#r being for earlier *-¢0r ; 
§ 88.2). The weak grade -¢v-, however, appears in the corre- 
sponding feminine nouns of agency, ¢.g. vic-tr-1x, gene-ty-1x, ele. 


/-Stems. 


A. MASCULINE AND FEMININE ?-STEMS. 


148. These originally had Ablaut (§§ 62; 70) in the suffix. 
The strong form of the sufhx was -e7-, the weak form -?-. 

Many original z-stems have passed over in Latin into the -20(”) 
class (§ 147. 2.4). Examples are s/atro (earlier *stats,; cf. Gr. 
oraois for *ora-ris) ; -vento (earlier *-ventis,; cf. Gr. Baors for 
*Baris); -dento (earlier -tentts,; cf Gr. rdows for *raris). 


149. Nominative Singular.— This is regularly formed by ap- 
pending -s, ¢.g. zgni-s, turri-s. Several nouns have lost the # before 
s by Syncope (§ 92), ¢.g. pars for *part-(7)s (ff. partim) ; gens for 
*gent-(4)s- méns for *ment-(1)s. Gr. § 38. 3. 
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150. Genitive Singular. — The Indo-European termination 
seems to have been -eés, z.¢. ez (strong form of suffix) + -s, weak 
grade of Genitive case-ending (§ 138). But this termination -ezs, 
while preserved in Oscan and Umbrian, has disappeared in Latin. 
The termination -zs is borrowed from Consonant stems. 


151. Dative Singular.— The Indo-European case-ending -az 
regularly became -2 as in consonant stems, and this -7 contracted 
with the 7 of the stem, ¢.g. furrit for */urn-i. 


152. Accusative Singular.—The regular ending -m is appended 
to the stem, ¢.g. furri-m. ‘The termination -em (borrowed from 
the Consonant stems) has, however, largely displaced primitive 
-tim. See Gr. § 37. 


158. Ablative Singular.— There was no special form for the 
Ablative Singular of ?-stems in Indo-European. The Latin, how- 
ever, formed an Ablative in -d, ¢.g. turrid, after the analogy of 
o-stems (hortos : horiom : hortod: : turris : turrim:turrid). These 
-d-forms, however, are attested by only scanty examples; the @ 
early disappeared (§ 109. 1), leaving the termination -7. 


154. Nominative Plural. — The suffix of the Nominative Plural 
took the form -e/- (§ 148). Thus the primitive formation would 
be represented by */urr-ei-2s. The ¢ between vowels first became 
J, and then regularly disappeared. The resulting */srréés then 
became ¢urrés by contraction. C/. in Greek woAas (a = 2) for 
*rroXeices. 


155. Genitive Plural.—The ending -vm is appended to the 
stem ending in the ?-suffix, e.g. furri-um. 


156. Dative and Ablative Plural. — The Indo-European end- 
ing -bhos is appended to the stem, ending in the 7-suffix, ¢.g. “r- 
rt-bus. On -dus for *-dhos, see §§ 97. 1. 6; 76. 1. 


122 Inflecttions. 


157. Accusative Plural. —The termination was -#s; hence 
originally ¢srrins, whence ‘urris (§ 109. 3. 5). The termination 
-és, which is often used instead of -2s, is borrowed from the Con- 
sonant stems. 

B. NEUTER ?-STEMS. 

158. 1. These changed the final -7 to -é by a regular law 
(§ 75). Stems of more than two syllables then dropped the -2 
thus developed, while dissyllabic stems retained it, e.g. cadcar(e), 
animal(e); but mare, rete. 

2. The case-endings of Neuter 7-stems are in general the same 
as for Masculines and Feminines. On the -@ (ze. z-a@) of the 
Nominative and Accusative Plural, see § 136. 


Consonant Stems that have partially adapted themselves to the 
Inflection of /-Stems. 


159. As stated in the Grammar, § 40, the adaptation is prac- 
tically confined to the Plural, zzz. the Genitive and Accusative, 
where -zwm and -is take the place of the normal -wvm and -és. 
Several distinct groups of words belong here : 

1. One of the most important classes consists of nouns in -és, 
e.g. aedes, nubes, etc. "These seem to have been originally Neuters 
with the suffix -os-, -es- (§ 147. 1). Thus aedes is the Greek 
aifos ; sedés is the Gr. dos, e¢c. What has led to the adaptation 
of these words to the inflection of 7-stems in the Genitive and 
Accusative Plural is not certain; but the fact that no stems of 
this class ever show -zm in the Accusative Singular or -7 in the 
Ablative Singular,’ whereas regular 7-stems in -zs frequently show 
these endings, makes it impossible to regard nouns in -é¢s, Gen. 
-25, aS actual 7-stems. 

2. Nouns in -/as, Gen. -/a@4#s, may possibly represent 2-stems, 
i.e. ciuitat-i- ; yet the absence of -zm and -7- forms in the Accusa- 
tive and Ablative Singular is against this. Cf 1 above. 


1 Neue (Formeniehre i2 235) gives one or two extremely doubtful exam- 
ples of -2 from Mss. 
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U-Stems. 
A. MASCULINE AND FEMININE 4-STEMS. 


160. Like the 7-stems, the #-stems had a suffix which appeared 
in two forms, zz. -ew- and -w-. The former was strong; the 
latter weak. See §§ 64. ¢; 70. 


161. Nominative Singular.— The Nominative Singular ap- 
pends -s, e.g. friictu-s. 


162. Genitive Singular.—The Genitive Singular had the 
strong form of the suffix, wiz. -ew-. To this was added the Geni- 
tive case-ending in its weakest form, vz. -s (§ 138), thus */rict- 
eu-s, whence regularly fructus (§ 85). Early Latin also shows 
two other formations, vz. in -wis and -wos, e.g. senadtu-is and 
senatu-os. ‘These represent the other forms of the Genitive case- 
ending. F 

The termination -#%s cannot be explained as the result of con- 
traction from either -wzs or -vos. Neither wz nor wo contracts to #. 

In Plautus and Terence z-stems largely follow the analogy of 
o-stems and form the Genitive Singular in -2, ¢.g. sena/z. 


163. Dative Singular.— The Indo-European case-ending -ai 
appended to the stem regularly gives -?, e.g. fructu-i. The Dative 
in -#% is not formed from that in -z by contraction ; for -v# does 
not contract to #. The forms in # are either Instrumentals or 
Locatives. Thus /ructu may be for */rictu-e by contraction. 
On @ as the representative of an original -@ (Instrumental case- 
ending), see § 141. If Locative, fructi is for *f/riucteu, a peculiar 
suffixless formation. 


164. Accusative Singular.—The regular ending -m is ap- 
pended, e.g. fructu-m. 


165. Ablative Singular.—The earliest Latin formation had 
-d, e.g. fructud, This, however, was not inherited from the Indo- 
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European, but was a new formation, specifically Latin. See 
§ 153. The -d@ was soon dropped, giving /ructz. 


166. Nominative Plural. —The original formation would have 
been in *-eu-2s, ¢.e. the strong form of the suffix (§ 160)-+ the 
Nominative case-ending -2s ; *-eu-és would regularly have become 
*_4-is, which would have remained uncontracted. The regular 
Nominative Plural in -#s must, therefore, be referred to another 
origin ; it is probably an Accusative that has taken on a Nomina- 
tive function. Cf. early Latin Nominatives in -zs from ?-stems, 
which are likewise Accusatives in Nominative function. 


167. Genitive Plural. —/riictu-um, etc., are for earlier friictu-om. 
On -om, see § 121. 


168. Dative and Ablative Plural. — The regular Indo-European 
case-ending *-dhos became Latin -dus (§ 97.1.4), and was regu- 
larly appended to the stem in 4-, e.g. fructu-bus. Later, either 
owing to the influence of Consonant and i-stems, or to the ten- 
dency of # to become 7 before labials (§ 6. 2), -wdus often became 
-tbus. Tribubus never becomes *%71dibus,—for what reason, is 
not clear. 


169. Accusative Plural.— The primitive formation would be 
represented by */rucfu-ns (case-ending -ms), whence regularly 
Srictus ; § 109. 3. 4. 


B. NEvTER 2-STEMS. 


170. These are not numerous and present few peculiarities. 
The long w of genz% and corn% has been explained as an original 
dual formation, —‘ two knees,’ ez. 


i and U-Stems. 


171. 1. The only 7-stem in Latin is vis. The terminations of 
the Singular follow those of z-stems; z has probably been short- 
ened in the Genitive, though the actual quantity cannot be 
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proved. The Accusative vim for *vim is regular; § 88. 2. In 
the Plural vives, virium, etc., result from the conception of the 
stem as vis-, whence *vis-és, vires, etc. , 8 98. 1. Cf the early 
Latin Plural, sférés from spé-s, an é-stem. 

2. U-stems are represented by szs and grits, both of which take 
the endings of consonant-stems, shortening # regularly to # before 
vowels. Sudus is not a contraction of suibus, but represents 
another formation. 


E-Stems. 

172. E-stems are represented by sfzes, guzés, and nouns in -Zés, 
e.g. rabies, actés, facies, species, etc. The suffix -#é- originally had 
Ablaut (§ 70) in Indo-European, appearing in the forms -7- 
and -é-; but Latin has lost all traces of the 7-suffix and has -zé@ 
throughout. On rés and aés, which were originally diphthong- 
stems, see § 180. | 


172, Nominative Singular.— The case-ending is -s as else- 
where. 


173. Genitive Singular.— The -? of -27 is probably borrowed 
from d-stems, precisely as in case of the ending -a@72 of @-stems ; 
subsequently ¢ was shortened before -2, when a consonant pre- 
ceded the termination, ¢.g. fidéi, spéi, réi, plebéi. ‘The ending -e, 
é.g. acié, aié (in such expressions as guingi aie, postridté, priate, 
etc.) is not Genitive, but Locative. The original formation was 
*die¢ (Locative ending -?). But under certain conditions this 
diphthong -2@7 became -2@ (cf § 86) ; hence ae for *azez. 


174. Dative Singular.— The genuine Dative formation is seen 
in actét for *acié-ai (§ 80. 2). The Locative in -é serves not only 
as Genitive (§ 173), but sometimes also as Dative, ¢.g. fide, re. 


1744, Accusative Singular.— This is formed regularly by ap- 
pending the case-ending -m, before which @ is regularly shortened 
(§ 88. 2), e.g. actem for earlier *aczém. 
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175. Ablative Singular.— No traces of forms with -d are 
found, though it is likely that aczé@, e¢c., are for an earlier *aciéd, 
ett. This formation would be secondary, after the analogy of the 
Ablative Singular of d-stems. 


176. Nominative Plural.— The Nominative case-ending -és 
(see § 142) combines by contraction with the stem, ¢g. aczes 
for *acié-2s. 


177. Genitive Plural.—The termination -érum is after the 
analogy of -@rum of the a-stems and -orwm of the o-stems. 


178. Dative and Ablative Plural. — The ending -dus, for Indo- 
European -dhos (§ 97. 1. 5), is appended directly to the stem. 


179. Accusative Plural. — The primitive Latin formation would 
be represented by *aciéns, whence aczés (§ 109. 3. 4). 


Stems ending in a Diphthong. 

180. 1. Aes, originally a diphthongal stem, viz. *réis, had 
become 7és in the Indo-European period. 

2. The Nominative Singular of na@vis was originally *nZus. 
This form disappeared ; z@vts is a new formation after the Geni- 
tive navis, Dative navi. 

3- Bos is probably not a genuine Latin word, but is borrowed 
from one of the Italic dialects (Oscan?) ; @ represents earlier dx. 

4. The stem of /#(piter) was, in Indo-European, *Dyev-. 
Initial dj regularly became 7 (§ 104. 1. @) ; hence *Dyev- became 
*Jev-, and further Jov- (§ 73. 3). From this stem are formed 
the oblique cases Jov-zs, Jov-i, Jov-em. The Vocative consisted 
of the simple stem, namely */ev, which became */Jeu, Ju- (§ 85). 
It is this last which combined with -piter (i.e. pater, § 73. 2) 
gives Jupiter, really a Vocative, but used as a Nominative as well. 

The original Nominative was *Dyeus, with a ‘ by-form’ *Dijeus. 
From the latter came Diés (§ 86) seen in the archaic Diespiter, 
which is the real Nominative corresponding to Jupiter. The same 
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aiés as a common noun, ‘ day,’ passed over into the inflection of 
the é-stems. 


FORMATION OF THE COMPARATIVE AND SUPERLATIVE.! 


181. The Comparative.— The regular Comparative Suffix in 
Latin was -zos-, with -zes- as another form of the strong grade, and 
-7s- as weak grade (§ 62). But -zos- alone survived in Latin. In 
the Nominative Masculine and Feminine the original formation 
was -t0s. In the oblique cases s became 7 (§ 98. 1), ¢.g. mehoris 
for *melosis, and the 7 was subsequently transferred by analogy to 
the Nominative. The Neuter kept s, changing o to w (§ 76. 1), 
e.g. melius. Minus is not for *min-ios (which would be impossi- 
ble in Latin), but was probably originally a Noun, minus, Gen. 
*mineris, This became an Adjective and developed a Masculine 
minor, after the analogy of other Comparatives. 

The Indo-European parent-speech had another suffix, which in 
some languages developed Comparative force, v12. -tero-, -tera-, 
e.g. Greek xaxw-repos. But in Latin this suffix retained its primi- 
tive force of ‘having a relation to,’ ‘connected with,’ e.g. ex-terus, 
lit. “having a relation to the outside, outer’; *zuzerus, posterus, 
citer, etc. ‘These were felt as Positives and took the regular suffix 
-tor- to denote Comparative relation. 


182. The Superlative. — We have three Superlative suffixes in 
Latin : 

I. -mo- seen in sum-mus for *sup-mus (§ 106. 2) ; pri-mus; 
brima ‘winter,’ lit. ‘shortest day,’ for *drev-ma (brev-ts) ; pesst- 
mus; also in extre-mus, postré-mus, supré-mus ; pluri-mus, proxt- 
mus (for *progu(?)s-imus). 

2. -lumus, -imus (§ 6. 2), seen in ct-4mus, ex-timus, in-timus, 
pos-tumus, ul-timus, op-timus, for op(4)tmus, from ops (§ 92) ; 


1See Lindsay, Latin Language, p. 404; Stolz, Lateinische Grammatih, 
§ 92. : 
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earlier citumus, etc. This suffix originally had much the same 
meaning as “£vo-, fera- (see § 181), and still retains its primitive 
force in several words, e.g. légi-Amus; fint-timus, ete. 

3. The suffix -zsstmus is of uncertain origin. It can hardly be 
for -2s#mus, a mingling of -zs¢o- (seen in the Greek Superlative 
ending -toros) and -mus,; for -istimus could not become -issimus. 
It is more likely that -zsstmus is for *ist-ttmus. By syncope this . 
would become *-zst#imus, whence -issimus (§ 108.1). ‘Acerrimus 
is probably for an original *@cr-is-¢mos, whence by Syncope (§ 92) 
*acrsimos, *acersimos (§ 100. 3), acerrimus (§ 106.4). Similarly 
Jacillimus is for *facil-is-imos, *facilsimos, facillimus (§ 106. 3) ; 
-is-, in the forms assumed as original, represents the weak form of 
the Comparative suffix (§ 181). Cf Brugmann, Grundriss, ii. p. 
158. 

4. On the quantity of z in -zsszmus, see § 43. 


NuMERALS.! 


Cardinals. 


183. 1. Unus is for earlier oinos; § 81. 1. (cf. Greek oivy, ‘the 
one-spot’ on dice). German eim and English one are the same 
word ; Greek efs is not related to #nus, but to semel, singuli. 

2. Duo is for earlier *@vo according to § 88.3; cf Greek Svw. 
The formation was Dual. 

3. Trés. The stem shows Ablaut (§ 64. ¢), strong grade sver-, 
weak grade ¢7i-. The former stem originally appeared in the 
Nominative, */ret-és, whence */¢ve-és, tres. The other cases have 
tri-, viz. tri-um, tri-bus, tri-a, tris (for *tri-ns; § 109. 3). 

4. Quattuor. The Indo-European form from which guattuor 
is descended was probably *guetvorés; but the Latin form early 
lost its inflection, after the analogy of the other indeclinable 
numerals ; -or regularly became dr; § 88. 3. The change of the 





1 See Brugmann, Grundriss, ii. §§ 164-181; Lindsay, Latin Language, p. 
408 ff.; Stolz, Lateinische Grammatik, § 91. 
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primitive e to a, and the doubling of the ¢ cannot be referred to 
any recognized law. The change of v to w is perfectly natural ; 
f.§ 16.1.7. 

5. Quinque. The Indo-European form was *fengue,; cf. Skrt. 
panca, Greek révre. Initial gv- in Latin is the result of assimila- 
tion of the first syllable to the second ; cf 41-40 for Indo-European 
*pi-b0 (Skrt. ptbam?). The change of ¢ to z is in accordance with 
§ 73.2.5. The lengthening of 7 awaits satisfactory explanation. 

6. Sex. The Indo-European form was apparently *sveks ; on 
s- for sv, see § 104. 2.5). Cf. Greek é€, Doric -é (for oféé). 

7. Septem. The Indo-European form was *sep/z, which would 
have regularly developed in Latin as *septen (§ 102.1; cf Eng. 
sev-en ; German sieb-en) ; the final -em is the result of association 
with dec-em and novem. ; 

8. Octo is descended from an Indo-European *octo. The form 
was a Dual (‘two fours ’?). 

9g. Novem. The Indo-European form was *zevz, which in 
Latin would regularly have appeared as *zoven (§ 102.1; cf. Eng. 
ni-ne,; German neu-n) ; -em for -en is due to the following dec-em. 

10. Decem is for Indo-European *decm ; § 102. 1. 

11. ‘Eleven’ to ‘Nineteen.’ These are regularly formed by 
composition, — “ndecim, tredecim, etc. On -tm for -em, see § 
73.2. For ¢rédecim we should expect *¢redecim according to 
§ 89. The 2 remains unexplained. ‘ Eighteen’ and ‘ Nineteen’ 
were usually expressed by duodéviginti, undeviginii. 

12. Viginti. The Indo-European form was *zvi-2m7@z, in which 
v1, ‘two,’ is for *7vi, an original Neuter Dual, from the root *dz- ; 
-kmti, whence in Latin *-gen?¢7, -gin¢7 (§ 102. 1) was also Dual, in 
the sense of ‘tens.’ The change of & to g is peculiar, though not 
unexampled ; ¢f aig-itus for *dic-itus (from root dic- ‘ point’). 

13. ‘Thirty’ to ‘Ninety.’ These all end in -g7¢a, which in 
Indo-European was *-kon/éa (cf. Gr. rpidxovra, rercapdxovta, ezc.), 
a Neuter Plural meaning ‘tens’ ; *-2on/a shows the strong grade 
of the root whose weak grade *£z7- lies at the basis of vigznfz (see 
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above) ; -gin¢a for *-gon¢a is due to the influence of zviginfi. On 
g for c, see above. Z77- in ¢riginfa is probably a Nominative 
Plural Neuter. The -@ in guadra-, qguinqua-, sexa- is secondary. 
Its precise origin is uncertain. As regards guadra-, it is best to 
disconnect it entirely from guattuor. It is probably an indepen- 
dent word. 

14. Centum is for an Indo-European *cz/ém, whence the Latin 
form by regular phonetic process; § 102.1. Eng. hund- in hund- 
red is the same word. Gr. €-xardv has prefixed €-, for é, ‘ one.’ 

15. The Hundreds present few difficulties. On fré-cenfi, see 
10 above. Quwuadringentt, octingentt (for quattuor-, octo-) have 
borrowed the -zmg- from guingenti (for *quing-gent; § 105. 1) 
and septingenti (for *seplem-genti), where -ing- developed regu- 
larly. Sescenti is for sex-centi, according to § 105.1. Sexcenti, 
which also occurs, is the result of ‘ Re-composition’; § 87.3. On 
g for ¢ in -genfi, see above, 11. 

16. Mille.— The most probable etymology of this word is that 
which connects it with Greek yfAu, Doric yyAw (for *xécAta), 
‘thousand.’ The Indo-European form of this was *ghesiia, which 
in Latin would regularly develop as *he/a (§§ 89; 97. 3. A.), and, 
by assimilation (§ 90), *Az4#a. The initial # would represent 
sm-, weak form of the root sem-, ‘one,’ seen in sem-er, sem-el, 
sim-plex, sin-guli. Cf. also Greek p-ia for *(o) pia. Hence orig- 
inally in Latin *sm#(h)zZa, ‘one thousand.’ On m for initial sm-, 
see § 104. 1. 4). | 


Ordinals. 


184. 1. Primus for *f7is-mos is a Superlative formation; § 89. 

2. Secundus is from seguor, hence originally: ‘the following.’ 

3. Tertius is not clear in its relation to “es. 

4. Quartus, Quintus, Sextus are formed from the respective 
cardinals by adding -¢us. 

5. Septimus, Decimus are probably for an original *sep/m-mos, 
*decm-mos ; see § 102. I. 
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6. Octavus is for an earlier *ocfovus. 

7. Nonus is for *noven-os; cf. § 183. 9. 

8. Vicésimus and the other tens are formed with the suffix 
-timo-, te vicesimus for *vicent-timos; § 108. 1. 

g. Centésimus and the Hundreds. — Inasmuch as the element 
-éstmus was common to all the tens, it came to be felt as an inde- 
pendent ordinal suffix, and was appended to the stems of the hun- 
dreds, centum, ducenti, efc. The suffix -4mo- would have given 
*centum-timus, or else *césimus for *cent-timus. 

10. Millésimus follows the analogy of the hundreds. 


Distributives. 


185. 1. Singuli, from the stem s#-A/o-, shows the weak form of 
the root sem-, ‘one,’ seen in sem-el, ‘once,’ sim-plex, sem- per, etc. 

2. The other Distributives are formed with the suffix -v0-, e.g. 
bint for *bis-ni; trini for *tris-ni. Beginning with sepféni, the 
Distributives are formed by the suffix -é77, which is borrowed 
from séni (for *secs-n7; §§ 105. 1; 89). The cardinal form to 
which this suffix is added, usually loses its final syllable, sometimes 
the last two syllables, ¢.g. sep¢(em)éni, nov(em)éni; deni, vicéni. 


Multiplicatives. 


186. 1. Semel, ‘once,’ is from the root sem-; § 185. 1. 

2. Bis is for dvis, preserved in the Glosses of Festus ; § 104. 
2.¢). Cf. Greek dis. 

3. Ter is for *tis (cf Gr. tpis) in unaccented position. 
The sequence of development would be *érzs, *tys, *trr, ter; 
§§ 106. 3; 100. 3. 

4. Quater is for *guatur, with e¢ for w, owing to association with 
Ler. 

5. The other Multiplicatives are formed by the suffix -zéns, -iés 
(see § 20. 2), which is variously explained. Some see in it the 
Participle of ¢0, so that sex-zéns would mean literally ‘ going six.’ 
Others identify it with the Sanskrit suffix -yand. 
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PRONOUNS:! 


PERSONAL PRONOUNS. 


187. First Person.—1. Zhe Nominative Singular, ego, for 
earlier ego (§ 88. 3), represents an Indo-European *ego, 

2. Zhe Genitive Singular, mei, is simply the Genitive Singular 
Neuter of the Possessive meus, used substantively. 

3. The Dative Singular, mihi, is probably descended from an 
Indo-European *megh-ot or *megh-et, Locative. This would regu- 
larly appear in Latin as *mehz (§§ 97. 3. A; 81.2). The change 
of 2 to 7 took place first when *#zehz was in unaccented position ; 
§ 73. 2. On the shortening of the final 7, see § 88. 3. A727 may 
be a contraction of mhz or may be identical with Greek por (also 
Locative). 

4. The Accusative and Ablative Singular, mé, was méd in early 
Latin. Possibly méd was originally Ablative only, with the case- 
ending discussed in § 130. Before an initial consonant med 
would become mé, remaining med before vowels. Assuming that 
the original Accusative Singular was m2@, the existence of mé and 
med side by side in the Ablative would naturally lead to the rise 
of med by the side of the already existing mé in the Accusative. 

5. ominatve and Accusative Plural, nos, is apparently an 
inherited Indo-European formation. 

6. Genitive Plural. — Nostrum, nostri are the Genitive Singu- 
lar and Genitive Plural of the Possessive Pronoun used with sub- 
stantive force. 

7. Dative and Ablative Plural.— Nobis has apparently bor- 
rowed its termination -d7s from vodis ; see below. 


188. Second Person. — The Indo-European stem was fve-, with 
weak grade ¢w-. A collateral form ¢- also appears. 


1See Brugmann, Grundriss, ii. §§ 407-459; Lindsay, Latin Language, 
chap. vii; Stolz, Lateinische Grammatik, §§ 89, 90. 
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1. Mominative Singular.— tu corresponds to German az, Greek 
vv- in Homeric rivy. 

2. Genttive Singular. — Tui, like mei (§ 187. 2) is the Geni- 
tive of the Possessive Pronoun used substantively. 

3. Dative Singular.— Tibi is for an earlier *#ed7; oni for 4, 
see under mihi, § 187. 3. The origin of the termination -d¢ is 
uncertain. On the shortening of the final -2, see § 88. 3. 

4. Accusative and Ablatve Singular.— Te is for earlier £éd. 
On the origin and relation of the two formations, see § 187. 4. 

5- Nominative and Accusative FPlural.— Vos represents an 
Indo-European formation. 

6. Genitive Plural. — Vestrum, vestri are of the same forma- 
tion as nostrum, nostri; see § 187. 6. Vostrum, vostri, for ves- 
trum, vestri, result from association with nostrum, nostri. 

4. Dative and Ablatve Plural.— Vobis is formed with the suf- 
fix -d/7s, the relation of -d2s in vo-7s to.-d2 in 4-22 being perhaps 
determined by that of ¢/is to :W/i; isfts to tsft, ete. 


THE REFLEXIVE PRONOUN. 


189. The stem of the Reflexive is *sev-, with the collateral 
form *se-. 

1. Genitive. — Sui, like mei and fui, is the Genitive Singular 
of the Possessive used substantively. 

2. Dative. — Sibi, earlier sii, is for *sebz, See under mihi, 
§ 187. 3. On the shortening of the final 2, see § 88. 3. 

3. Accusative and Ablative.— Sé is for earlier sed. See on 
mé, § 187. 4. 

THE POSSESSIVE PRONOUNS. 

190. These are formed by appending -os (-us) to the stems of 
the Personal Pronouns. . 

1. Me-us is regular. The Vocative Singular #2 is probably in 
origin a Dative of Reference of the Personal Pronoun. 

2. Zu-us is from the stem /ev-, whence originally */ev-os, later 
tovos (§ 73. 3), preserved in early Latin. In enclitic position ov 


134 Inflecttons. 


became w, whence “wos, tuus; see § 103. 4. With Latin *#v-os, 
cf. Homeric Greek ré(p)os. 

3. Su-us is from the stem sev-, whence originally *sev-os, later 
sovos (73. 3) preserved in early Latin. In enclitic position, ¢.g. 
patrem sovom, ov became #, whence swos, suus,; see § 103. 4. 
With primitive Latin *sev-os cf, Homeric Greek é¢és for *oegés. 
The weak form of the root sev- was sv-. It is this which appears 
in Greek 6s for ofds, and traces are present also in Latin, ¢.g. in 
such forms as szs (Dat.-Abl. Plu.), for *svzs (root svo-), found in 
early Latin. 

According to another view szuzs is an independent formation, 
collateral with sovos. 


THE DEMONSTRATIVE PRONOUNS. 
Hic. 

191. 1. The stem of Aic was ho-, ha-. To the regular case- 
forms of this stem was added the suffix -ce, often reduced to -c; 
-ce itself represents a pronominal stem meaning ‘ here.’ 

2. Nominatve Singular. 

a) Masculine. In fic, the first part, A2-, is probably for ho + 2, 
a formative element recognized elsewhere in the inflection of this 
pronoun. Inasmuch as o7 in accented syllables regularly becomes 
u (see § 81.1), A7- for *hoz, must have arisen in combinations 
where the pronoun was proclitic. Cf gui for *guo-i. By the side 
of hic we find hic in early Latin. The relation of this to ie is 
difficult to determine. Possibly *Aéc, from he- (Ablaut of ho- ; 
§ 64) was the original form, whence ?z¢ in unaccented syllables 
($ 73.2). Some find this *Zec in one of the Scipio inscriptions 
CIL. i. 32 hee cepit; but e here may be @, which in early Latin 
sometimes stands for an open 7, so that Aéc would simply be a 
graphical variation of Aic. 

6) Feminine. Haec for *ha-t-c(e), presents the formative ele- 
ment, -#-, appended to an original *2a@ (cf. *porta). 

c) Neuter. /Zoc is for *hod-c(e), in which -d is a case-ending 
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peculiar to the Pronominal Declension. The long quantity of the 
o is difficult to account for. Some have thought that the o was 
really short, and that the ante-consonantal form was hdc, ¢.g. hoc 
templum for *ho(d)c¢ templum (§ 105. 1), while the ante-vocalic 
form was hoce, ¢.g. hoce erat. 

3. Genitive Singular.—The earliest form of the Genitive Singu- 
lar was *hot-os, whence hotus, preserved in early Latin. This 
possibly developed a parasitic 7 which became permanent, pro- 
ducing *hoijus, hujus (§ 81. 1). In the primitive *ot-0s, -os 
was the Genitive ending discussed in § 138, while oi- may be 
ho- + the formative element 7 seen in the Nominative. 

4. Datve Singular.— The earliest form of the Dative Singular 
seems to have been hoi-c. The causes which produced ure from 
this are uncertain. 

5. Accusative Singular.— Hunc, hane are simply for earlier 
*ho-m-ce, *ha-m-ce, with obvious phonetic changes. 

6. Adblative Singular.— Hoc, hac for earlier *hod-c(e), *had-c(e) 
represent the same Ablative formation as regularly seen in @- and 
o-stems ; §§ 118; 130. 

4. Plural Forms.— These all follow the regular termination of 
@-and o-stems, except the Nominative and Accusative Plural 
Neuter, Aaec, where -ai, -ae (instead of -2) represents a termina- 
tion of the Pronominal Declension. 


Is. 


192. 1. The root of this pronoun is ¢-, weak form 7- (§ 62). 
By appending the suffixes -o- and -@ we get the stems ¢o-, ¢7@-, 
or (by disappearance of the intervocalic 7) ¢o-, ea-. 

2. Nominative Singular. 

a) Masculine. /s shows the root in the weak form with the 
case-ending -s. 

6) Feminine. a is for *¢-@,; see above, t. 

c) Neuter. /d shows the weak form of the root with the Pro- 
nominal case-ending -d. 


136 Inflections. 


3. Genitive Singular.— The earliest formation is thought to 
have been cei (Locative), for *e-ei (stem go-). To this was 
added the Genitive ending -os (-ws), giving *2é-0s, *éjos, jus. 

4. Dative Singular. — Ei for *e-et, earlier *¢j-e1, was in forma- 
tion a Locative from the stem @o- (see 1). In the Pronouns the 
Locative served not only as Dative, but also as Genitive. But the 
Genitive (see 3) has added a further suffix for the purpose of 
differentiation. 

5. Accusative Singular.— Eum, eam represent an earlier *¢jom, 
*ejam (see 1). 

6. Ablative Singular.— Eo and e@, earlier edd, ead, were formed 
from the stems *Zo-, 2a-. The case-ending is the same as that of 
a- and d-stems. 

7. Llural Cases.— These are all formed regularly from the 
stems *7o0-, G7a-. 

8. Jdem is simply is with the suffix -dem. 


Iste, Ile, Ipse. 

193. These three pronouns presumably contain in their second 
syllable the Indo-European pronoun *so0, ‘he’; *s@, ‘she’; *Zod, 
‘that.’ But by association and analogy the second element has 
become much modified. 


194. Jste. The first syllable of zs¢e is of uncertain origin. It 
was apparently an unchangeable element. By the addition of 
*s0, *sa, *fod, would arise *zsso, *issa, *zstod. ‘The regular Accu- 
sative of *so was *fom, *tam, *tod (cf. Greek rov, rav, r0(8)), 
whence *zs/om, *istam, *istod. ‘The preponderance of forms with 
feventually caused *éssa to become ¢sfa and *isso to become 
*isto, later iste after the analogy of 7U/e, ipse. 


195. Jie. If ole was the original of #//, as is usually held, the 
change from @ to # can be accounted for only on the ground of 
adaptation to such forms as ¢ste, ipse, is. Olle, however, may be 
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for *ol-so, *ol-se, whence ole (§ 106. 3). The Feminine would 
similarly have been *o/-s@, olla. The Neuter would have been 
*ol-tod, and the Accusative *oltom, *oltam, *oltod. ‘Then the 
forms with // are assumed to have gained the supremacy over 
those with / 


196. Jpse. J- here seems the root of és (cf early Latin ease, 
cumpse, eopse, etc.), while -pse may be for -fe-se by Syncope 
(§ 92) ; -se would then represent an original so (§ 193). No 
traces of ¢forms (§ 194) appear; the -se, -s@ of the Nominative 
have extended to the other cases. The Neuter, zfsum (instead 
of *zpsud), shows transition to the Noun Declension. 


197. Declension of Iste, Ile, Ipse.— With the exception of the 
forms istud, tllud already mentioned, and the Genitive and Dative 
Singular, these all show the usual terminations of the Noun Declen- 
sion. The Genitives ¢s¢7us, t/ius, ipsius are formed by appending 
-os (-us) to istt, 117, ipst, Locatives from the stems ?svo-, illo-, ipso-. 
These Locative formations served originally as both Dative and 
Genitive in the Pronouns. Later the Genitive was differentiated 
from the Dative ; § 192. 3. 


The Relative, Interrogative, and Indefinite Pronouns. 


198. 1. These are all formed from the same root, which ap- 
pears as gut-, guo-, qua-. 

2. Nominative Singular.— Quis shows the stem qui- with the 
case-ending -s. Qui is for guo +4, a formative element which 
appears elsewhere in the Pronominal Declension ; o# in accented 
syllables regularly becomes %, but 7 for o7 in gut may perhaps be 
explained by the enclitic character of the word. Quwae is the 
regular Feminine of the Relative. The formation is the same as 
seen in hae-c (§ 191. 2. 6). Qua, which appears in the Indefinite 
Pronoun, follows the Noun Declension. Qwzo-d and gui-d append 
the regular pronominal termination to their respective stems. 
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3. Genitive Singular. — Cujus, for earlier guotus, *quotos, 
seems best explained like hwus, § 191. 3. 

4. Dative Singular.—Cui seems to have developed in the first 
century of the Christian era from the earlier guoz,; see § 14. 
Quoi was probably a Locative formation. 

5. Accusative Singular.— Quem for *qui-m has followed the 
analogy of z-stems having -em for -tm, ¢.g. turrem, ovem, etc.; § 
152. 
6. Adblative Singular. — Besides the regular guo, gua, quo, which 
present no peculiarities, we find guz used for all genders and (in 
early Latin) for both numbers. ‘This may have been a genuine 
Ablative form (gw? for *guid), or an Instrumental. 

4. Plural Forms.— Quae is analogous to hae-c; § 191.7. The 
Dative and Ablative gzis is from the stem guo- (§ 133) ; it has no 
formal connection with guibus. 


Pronominal Adjectives. - 


199. Several Adjectives of pronominal meaning have adopted 
also the Pronominal Declension in the Genitive and Dative Singu- 
lar, viz. altus, alter, uter, neuter, ullus, nullus ; solus, totus, unus. 
Alius takes also the pronominal -d in the Neuter Singular. 


CONJUGATION. 
INTRODUCTORY. 


200. As compared with Greek and Sanskrit, the Latin in its 
verb-system exhibits extensive deviations from the original conju- 
gational system of the Indo-European parent-speech. The fol- 
lowing are the most important points of difference : 

1. The Latin has lost the augment, #.e. an initial ¢-, prefixed to 
the secondary tenses of the Indicative as a symbol of past time. 


1See in general: Brugmann, Grandriss, ii. §§ 460-1086; Lindsay, Latin 
Language, chap. vill.; Stolz, Lateznische Grammatih, §§ 96-118. 
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2. The strong (7.¢. unsigmatic) Aorist has disappeared almost 
entirely. 

3. The original Perfect Indicative has become merged with 
the sigmatic Aorist. The result is a tense whose inflections are 
derived from both sources, and whose meanings are Aoristic as 
well as Perfect. | 

4. The original Middle Voice has disappeared, being super- 
seded by a new inflection peculiar to Latin and Keltic. 

5. The Subjunctive and Optative do not appear as separate 
moods, but have become fused into one, designated Subjunctive. 

6. In the Imperfect and Future Indicative of the @- and @- 
conjugations we meet new formations in -dam and -40, which, like 
the 7-Passive, are peculiar to Latin and Keltic. 

7. In the Personal Endings the distinction between primary 
and secondary endings has become effaced. 

8. Several new tense-formations have developed which are 
peculiar to Latin, e.g. the Perfect Indicative in -vi and -wi, the 
Pluperfect Subjunctive in -zssem, etc. 


FORMATION OF THE PRESENT STEM. 


201. Thematic and Unthematic Formation.— The Latin in- 
herited two distinct types of Present formation. The one, char- 
acterized by the presence of the variable or thematic vowel (2, 3) 
before the Personal Endings, is called Thematic. This type is 
illustrated by dicu-nt (for *dico-nt) ; dici-tis (for *dice-tis). The 
other type of Present formation has no thematic vowel, and hence 
is called Unthematic. Unthematic presents originally had Ablaut 
(§ 62). The strong form of the root appeared in the Singular, 
the reduced form in the Plural. This change was connected with 
primitive accentual conditions. In the Singular the accent rested 
on the root syllable, in the Plural on the endings. 

In Greek, the Unthematic Conjugation is represented by the 
-pt verbs (ri-Oy-~t, ri-Oe-yev), while -w verbs are thematic, eg. 
A€y-0-pev, A€y-e-Te. 
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Classification of Present Formations. 
A. UNTHEMATIC PRESENTS. 


202. Unthematic Presents are but scantily represented in Latin ; 
for the most part they have passed over into the thematic inflec- 
tion. The following verbs are the chief representatives of the 
class : 

1. Do, da-s, dat (for earlier da¢); Plural d@-mus, dé-tis, dant. 

2. Eo.— The two forms of the root were e/- (strong), and -é 
(weak). The primitive inflection was probably : 


*et-0 *3-mos (Gr. tuev) 
*ei-3 *3-215 (Gr. tre) 
*ei-t *i-nt 


In the First Singular *e20 regularly became ¢0 (§ 103. 1) ; *ets 
became is (§ 82); and *ez¢, 24, later?4 The Plural seems to 
have early abandoned the weak form of the root in favor of the 
strong ; imus, its, eunt, therefore, represent *ez-mos, *et-tts, *et-ont. 

3. Sum.—The strong form of the root is es-, the weak s-. 
The original conjugation, therefore, was probably : 


*es-mt *s-mos 
#eses F525 
es-t *s-nt 


The historical forms show considerable deviation from this. 
Traces of *ess are seen in the regular use of es as long in early 
Latin verse. The presumption is that ess represents Plautus’s 
pronunciation. The First Singular svm probably represents a 
special thematic formation *s-o-m,; and of the same formation 
are su-mus for *s-o-mos and sunt for s-o-nt. The Second Plural 
es-tis is formed from the strong root, like the Second Singular. 
Enclitic forms ’s and ’s¢ sometimes occur for the Second and 
Third Singular. These are often joined in writing with a previous 
word, ¢.g. donumst = bonum 'st; morast = mora 'st. The usage 
is poetic and colloquial. 
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4. Edd.— Unthematic forms occur only in the Second and 
Third Singular, and in the Second Plural. The root shows no 
Ablaut, but appears everywhere as e@- or, by euphonic change, as 
és- for *ed-t- (§ 108. 1); here ¢@a- represents a stronger form of 
the root than ed-. 

5. Fero.— The unthematic inflection is only partially pre- 
served, vz. in fer-s, fer-t, fer-tts. 

6. Volo. —The only forms which are certainly unthematic are 
vult and vultis (earlier volt, voltis). The root in the Singular was 
normally *vel- (cf. vel-im, etc.), but *vel-¢ became volt after the 
analogy of vol-ts, for v/-tts, from weak root v/- (§ 100. 1). The 
Second Singular zis is not for *ve/-s, but comes from the root vez-, 
also meaning ‘ wish’; cf in-vitus. Nolo is for *ne vold, and malo 
for *mag(e)volo. 

B. THEMATIC PRESENTS. 


203. Of these there are the following classes : 

I. Root Class. —The Present stem consists of the root in its 
strong form -+ the thematic vowel ¢/,. More exactly the root 
appeared in that phase of the strong grade which gave its name 
to the different Ablaut Series (§ 62). Thus roots of the 2-Series 
had @, ¢/(2), ez(z) ; those of the @-Series had @, e¢c. The é-Series 
is most fully represented. Examples are: 


é-Series: leg-*/,, root leg-; teg--/,., root teg-; veh-/,., root 
veh-; deic-*-/,., root detc- (later dic-; § 82); fetd--/,., root feid- 
(later ftad-) ; deuc-*/,., root deuc- (later duc-). 

a-Series: ag-*/,, root ag-; caed-*-/,., root (s)caid- (§ 68). 

a-Series: vad-*-/,., root vad-. 

é-Series : céd-© /,., root céa-. 

6-Series: road-*/,., root rod-. 

II. Reduplicating Class. — The Present Stem is formed by 
prefixing to the root + the thematic vowel ¢/,, a reduplicating 
syllable, which consists of the initial consonant of the root + 7. 
The root appears in its weak form (§ 62). Examples: gi-gn-*-/,, 
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root gen- (cf. Gr. yi-yv-o-pa); sit-d-</,. for si-sd-*-/,. (§ 89), root 
sed-. Sisto, root s¢a, and se-vo for *si-so (§§ 98. 1), root *sz-, 
do not strictly belong here. They were originally unthematic 
formations (cf. Gr. (o)iorypu, ()i-(o6) 7p), but have passed in 
Latin into the thematic conjugation ; 4240 is not properly a redu- 
plicated formation. The root was pib- (Gf. Skr. pibami,; Gr. 
é3(Bda for *ért-riB-da). The Latin word results from assimilation 
of Z to 4. 

III. T-Class.— This class, like the preceding, is but sparingly 
represented in Latin. The root appears in its strong form, to 
which is appended #-/,. Examples are: mnec-t-/,, plec-te/4, 
pec-te /,, flec-t© /,.. 

IV. N-Class.— The Present Stem is formed with a nasal infix 
before the final consonant of the root; to this is appended the 
thematic vowel “/,. The root appears in the weak form. Exam- 
ples: jind*-/,., root fid- ; rump---/,., root rup- ; jung-* /,., root jug-. 
Originally the infix was confined to the Present system, but in 
some words, as jungo, it appears throughout the entire verb, e.g. 
Jungo, Junxt, junctus. 

V. NO-Class.— To the root in its weak form is added the 
suffix 2@/,.. Originally verbs of this class were unthematic. 
The primitive suffix was ##- in the Singular, and z#z- in Plural. 
The Personal endings were appended directly to these suffixes, so 
that a verb like s’erno, for example, was once inflected : 


*ster-nu-0 *ster-nu-mos 
*ster-nu-s * sler-ig-ttS 
*sler-nu-t *ster-nu-nt 


But *ster-nu-mos, *sternutis, *sternunt(1) regularly developed 
phonetically to sternimus, sternitis, sternunt. These forms were 
identical with the thematic inflection, and hence led to sérno, 
sternis, sternit in the Singular, after the analogy of dicimus, dici- 
“is, dicunt to dico, dicis, dicit. Other examples are sper-nd, 
ltemno, l-no, si-no, tollo for *4-no (§ 100. 1). 
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VI. SCO-Class.— The Present stem is formed by appending 
sc*-/,. to the root, e.g. hi-sco, gli-scd, cré-sco, (g)nd-sco, posco for 
*porc-sco, suesco for *suéd-sco. 

Many secondary formations also occur, as gemi-sc0, tremé-sco ; 
especially derivatives from contract verbs, as florésco from florea ; 
labasco from /abo,; and even from nouns and adjectives, as /afi- 
descto, roresco, duresco. 

VII. JO-Class.— The Present Stem is formed by appending 
the suffix 7*-/,. to a root or stem. Several different formations 
must be distinguished. 

a) 7*/,- Presents from roots ending in a consonant. Here 7 
becomes #, ¢.g. jac-io for *jac-j0,; capio for *cap-jo, and all the 
so-called verbs in -7o of the Third Conjugation. Some verbs 
originally of this formation have passed over into the inflection of 
contract verbs in -20, -ive (see J, below), ¢.g. venio, venire. 

6) 7*/.- Presents from roots and stems ending in a vowel. The 
J, here becoming intervocalic, disappears and the concurrent 
vowels (except in the First Singular of @- and 7-verbs) regularly 
contract. Examples: | 

1) Monosyllabic roots: implé-mus for *implé-jo-mos, root ple- ; 
intramus for *intrajomos, root tra-. 

2) Dissyllabic verb-stems: domamus for *do-majo-mos, stem 
doma-. 

3) Noun and Adjective stems in -@, 2,7: curamus, stem cura- ; 
rubemus, stem rubé-; finimus, stem fini-. 

These @-contracts form the so-called First Conjugation, the 2- 
and @-contracts the Second Conjugation, and the ?-contracts the 
Fourth Conjugation. 

c) Causatives in ¢/*/,, ¢.g. mon-e0, doc-e0, torr-eo. These all 
take the o-phase of the strong form of the root (§ 64). They 
regularly suffer contraction and form a part of the Second Conju- 
gation. 

d) Verbs in -oo- probably once existed in Latin, but have dis- 
appeared. Thus @70, arare was probably originally *aroo (for 
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*arojo) ; of. Gr. dpow. The adjective aegrotus is likewise possibly 
to be referred to an original *aegro. 


TENSE FORMATION IN THE INDICATIVE. 
The Imperfect. 


204. The termination -dam in the Imperfect Indicative is 
plausibly explained as representing an Indo-European Aorist, 
*Lhvam, from the root dhu-. This seems to have been appended 
to some oblique case of a noun derived from the stem of the verb. 
The primitive formation would be represented by *amabhvam, 
*monebhvam, *legchhvam, *audibhvam. On 6 for df in the in- 
terior of words, see § 97. 1. 4; dhv- regularly becomes 4, e.g. 
superbus for *super-bhu-os. This theory of the origin of the Latin 
Imperfect finds confirmation in Slavonic, where the Imperfect 
consists of a case-form of a verbal noun + the past tense of the 
verb ‘to be.’ 

Early Latin has both -24am and -¢¢bam in verbs of the Fourth 
Conjugation. The ending -7¢sam, however, is later in origin than 
-tam, and was borrowed from 70-verbs of the Third Conjugation, 
e.g. capiebam. 

Some have thought that the element preceding the -dam in the 
Imperfect was an old Infinitive. Cf 2-4ce?, lit. ‘it is permitted to 
go’; sct-licet, ‘itis permitted to know’; wde-deet, ‘it is permitted 
to see’; also such compounds as avé-facio, ‘to make dry.’ 

Eram for earlier *es-am (§ 98. 1) exhibits the same praeterite 
formation as that assumed for *-dhv-am in amabam, etc. 


The Future. 


205. 1. Zhe Future in -b0.—The Future in -d0 is analogous 
to the Imperfect in -4am ; -d0 is probably the Present of the root. 
bhu-, so that amado (for *ama-bhvo ; § 204) literally means ‘I 
become loving.’ Cf the analogous German ich werde leben. On 
ama-, mone- in this formation, see § 204. The Future in -d0 is 
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found also in verbs of the Fourth Conjugation in early Latin, e.g. 
scibo, audt1bo. 

2. Lhe Future in -am.— This formation, regular in the Third 
and Fourth Conjugations, is in reality a Subjunctive, or rather two 
Subjunctives, that have taken on Future force. The 1st Singular 
in -am (for *-@m) is an @-Subjunctive ; the remaining forms are 
é-Subjunctives. See §§ 221; 222. 

3. Lhe Future in -so.— This formation appears in such archaic 
forms as @2x0, faxo, which are in reality Aorist Subjunctives that 
have taken on Future force. The Future of sum, ero, is similarly 
a Present Subjunctive, for *es-o (§ 98.1); of Homeric Greek 
€(o)w, Attic & (by contraction). 


The Perfect. 
THE REDUPLICATION. 


206. 1. ln Verbs beginning with a Consonant.— The Redupli- 
cation in such verbs regularly consisted of the initial consonant + e. 
Where the root began with sc, sf, or s4, the sc, sf, or s¢ appeared 
in the reduplicating syllable, but the s was lost in the root syllable, 
e.g. sci-ci-di (early Latin), spopondi, ste-tt. The reduplicating 
vowel, ¢, was assimilated to the root vowel when the latter was the 
same in the Perfect as in the Present, ¢.g. mo-mord-t, sct-cid-t, 
pu-pug-1, di-dic-t, spo-pond-t, but the original forms with ¢ are often 
found in early Latin, ¢.g. memord1, pepugt, spepondi, FHEFHAKED 
CIL. xiv. 4123. 

The Reduplication has disappeared very largely in Latin, yet 
traces of its earlier presence are sometimes distinguishable, e.g. in 
rettuli for *ré-(te)tult (§ 92); repperi for ré-( pe) pert; reccidi 
for *vé-(ce)cidt. In the same way /idi, scidi represent an earlier 
*fefidi, *scecidi (cf. early Latin sctcidz). 

2. In Verbs beginning with a Vowel.—The Reduplication hee 
consisted in prefixing ¢. Only a few verbs have preserved it, ¢.g. 
gt for *e-agt, edi for *e-edi, -epi (for *e-apz) in coept, for *co- 
épi, root ap-; emi for *e-2mi. 
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STEM FORMATION OF THE PERFECT. 
A. The Primitive Perfect. 


207. In the Indo-European parent-speech the accent rested 
on the root syllable in the Singular of the Perfect, but on the 
Personal Ending in the Plural. It was probably owing to these 
primitive accentual conditions that the strong form of the root 
appeared in the Singular, the reduced form in the Plural. The 
special phase of the strong form appearing in the Singular was 
that containing ¢ or o (see the various Ablaut Series, § 62 ff.). 
Several of the Indo-European languages, as Sanskrit, Greek, 
the Teutonic, have preserved with more or less fulness the original 
Ablaut of the root in the Perfect ;1 but in Latin there has been a 
uniform ‘levelling’; either the strong form has invaded the Plural 
(the usual sequel), or the weak form has invaded the Singular. 
Examples of the former process may be seen in fofondimus, spo- 
ponaimus ; of the latter in -ce-cid-i, tu-tid-t. In most Latin verbs, 
however, other formations have largely displaced both of those 
just mentioned. ‘This has come partly as the result of phonetic 
changes, partly from the workings of analogy. The whole subject 
is too intricate for detailed consideration here. See Lindsay, Lean 
Language, p. 494 f. 

B. The Perfect in -si. 


208. The Perfect in -s?, which appears chiefly in roots ending 
in labial, dental, and guttural mutes, is by origin an Aorist which 
has passed over to the Perfect inflection. Cf Latin dix-i with 


1 Cf, for example, Greek 


old-a (5-pey 

olo-da to-re 

old-e fo-act, 
or Gothic 

vait vit-um 

vaist vit-up 


vatt vtl-un 
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Greek €-deg-a. Some verbs have preserved both the true Per- 
fect and this Aorist Perfect, eg. peperct and parst,; pupugi and 
(in compounds) -punxi ; pepigi and (in compounds) -panxt. 


C. The Perfect in -vt. 


209. The Perfect in -v? is a new formation which has devel- 
oped in the separate history of Latin itself. The origin of this 
suffix is not clear; according to one theory, -z7 is borrowed from 
such Perfects as avi, avi, fovi, movi, vovi, juvi, where v really 
belongs to the stem. 


D. The Perfect in -ui. 


210. The Perfect in -w is a development of that in -v2; -v2 
is thought to have been added to extended forms of the root, 
e.g. *gen-e-vi (root gen-), *dom-a-vi (root dom-), whence genui, 
domut ; § 103. 4. From forms like these the category might easily 
extend itself. Its diffusion was probably assisted by the existence 
of such Perfects as fui, p/ui for early fuvi (Ennius), pluvi, et. 


THE INFLECTION OF THE PERFECT. 


211. In its inflection the Latin Perfect presents a mingling of 
Perfect and Aorist forms. ‘The exact determination of the details 
of this fusion furnishes one of the most difficult problems of his- 
torical Latin grammar ; the following explanations can claim only 
a certain degree of probability. 


212. The type of Perfect inflection existing in Latin prior to 
the fusion of Perfect and Aorist may be partially reconstructed 
as follows : 


SINGULAR. PLURAL. 

1. widest vid-t-mus 

2 ? ? 

3. *vide *uid-ent (for *v2d-z?) 


1 No attempt is here made to discuss Ablaut changes. 
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Of these forms zai in the First Singular represents an Indo- 
European middle, *vid-ai. The Second Singular and Second 
Plural cannot be conjectured with any degree of satisfaction. 


213. The type of Aorist with which the true Perfect was ulti- 
mately fused was a formation consisting of the root + the suffix 
-e5- (-is- ; § 73. 2), to which the Personal Endings were appended 
directly (unthematic formation; § 201). The inflection may be 
reconstructed as follows : 


SINGULAR. PLURAL. 
1. *vid-er-em (for *vid-es-z ; §§ 98.1; 102.1)  vtd-t-mus (for *vtd-ts-mos) 
2. *vid-is (for *v2d-is-s) vid-t5-tts 
3. *vid-is-t *uid-er-ent (for *vid-ts-9?) 


214. The identity of the First Plural of the Perfect and Aorist 
seems to have furnished the starting-point for the formal fusion of 
the two tenses; vidist#s in the Second Plural is the Aorist form ; 
so is vidérunt in the Third Plural, with *-en¢ changed to -un¢ 
after the analogy of other tenses, ¢.g. regunt, amab-unt; é (for 2) 
in -érvun¢ is of uncertain origin. Probably it was borrowed from 
the Perfect Third Plural in -@ve, which is certainly a different 
formation, though not at present well understood. The scansion 
-érunt, frequent in poetry, preserves the earlier quantity. In the 
Singular, vidz has already been explained as originally a Middle 
which has assumed the function of the Active. The Second 
Singular vidis¢ is difficult of explanation. Possibly the primitive 
form of the Second Singular Perfect may have been *visz. If 
sO vidisti may be a contamination of *visft (Perfect) and *zidis 
(Aorist), helped on by the influence of the Second Plural vidists. 
The assumption of a Perfect *zts¢z, however, involves difficulties. 
The Personal Ending of the Second Singular Perfect was -¢ha@ in 
Indo-European. Cf. Greek ofo6a for *od-6a. In Latin -thé 
should become -# (§ 71.1). Influence of the Second Singular 
Middle ending *-saz (= Latin -s?) has been suggested. The 
Third Singular *vzde early assumed the regular Personal Ending, 
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4, of the other tenses. This gave *videt, vidit. Some have 
thought that in the true Perfect in Latin the primitive Third 
Singular was *vidi (a Middle form, like the First Singular). Some 
evidence in favor of this view is found in the frequent long 
quantity of ~/in early Latin poetry. 


The Pluperfect. 


215. The Pluperfect Indicative in -evam is a development of 
the Aorist mentioned above in § 213. The starting-point of 
development was the First Singular. This was first *vidérem, 
which became videram, apparently under the influence of the 
Imperfect in -bam. The remaining inflection also follows the 
Imperfect. 


The Future Perfect. 


216. The Future Perfect Indicative is an Aorist Subjunctive. 
Thus videro is for a primitive *veid-es-0 (§ 98. 1), in which -es- is 
the same Aorist suffix as already mentioned in §$ 213, 215. Greek 
eid@, which has become a part of the Perfect system, represents 
the same formation, being for *re.d-eo-w, whence regularly cid-éw 
(Homer), «ida (Attic). 

The inflection follows that of Presents in -d, -zs, -¢/, except in 
the 3d Plural, which has -iz¢ instead of -un#, probably owing to the 
influence of the Perfect Subjunctive, with which it regularly agrees 
in the other persons and numbers. 


THE OPTaTIVE. 


217. There were two Optative formations in Indo-European, a 
thematic and an unthematic. Greek Av-o-t-s represents the for- 
mer, ora-in-v the latter. In Latin probably only the unthematic 
type is to be recognized. Owing to the thorough fusion of Opta- 
tive and Subjunctive (§ 353) all Optative forms are traditionally 
known as Subjunctives. 
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218. Present Optative. — Only a few forms occur. The special 
suffix of the unthematic Optative was -ze- in the Singular, -2- in the 
Plural. 

Thus the primitive inflection of the Present Optative of the root 
es-, ‘to be,’ was: 


SINGULAR, PLURAL. 
1, *s-tdem (stem, 88. 3) S-t-mus 
2. S-té-8 S-1-t5 
3. 5-28-¢ *5-2-nt (s-t-nt) 


The classical inflection of the Singular, sim, sis, st#, is not 
original, but is formed after the analogy of the Plural. Similarly 
in early Latin we find szé¢mus, sietis, stent after the analogy of 
stem, etc. The weak form of the root, as above, regularly appeared 
in this formation. Other illustrations of this Optative are velim 
(for *vel-i¢-m, after vel-i-mus), nolim, malm, edim (edo, eat’), 
au-tm, possim. : 


219. Aorist Optative.— The so-called Perfect Subjunctive in 
-erim is by origin an Aorist Optative. The tense is formed by 
means of the Aorist suffix -es- already mentioned in §§ 213, 215, 
to which is further appended the Optative suffix #@-, z- (§ 218). 
Thus the original inflection of viderim was : 


*ye01d-¢S-1e-m *xy01d-e$-4-muUs 
*17010-€$-16-S *ve1d-e5-1-lis 
*yeid-es-té-t *yeid-es-t-nt 


By change of ¢ to 2 (§ 82) and by rhotacism (§ 98. 1) this 
gave *videriem, etc., Plural viderimus. But the ze of the Singular 
was early changed to 7 after the analogy of the Plural, giving 
viderim, videris, viderit. The long vowel was sometimes retained 
in the (rare) 1st and 2d Plural. 

Latin *zideriem is identical with Greek eide(ny (for *retd-eo-ty-v), 
which, like ei8@ (see § 216), has become associated with the Per- 
fect system. 
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Another Aorist formation was by means of the suffix s in place 
of -is-. This is seen in dixim, faxim, ausim, for earlier *dic-s-ié-m, 
ek. 

THE SUBJUNCTIVE. 


220. Two formations, both descended from Indo-European, are 
to be recognized. One of these is characterized by the suffix @ and 
is confined exclusively to the Present tense ; the other is charac- 
terized by the suffix 2, and appears not only in the Present, but in 
the other tenses as well. Both these suffixes take the place of the 
thematic vowel of the corresponding Indicative formations. 


221. A-Subjunctives.— Examples are moneam (for *mone- 
ja-m), reg-a-m, audiam, earlier *regam, *audiam,; § 88. 2. 


222. E-Subjunctives. 

1. Amem (for *ama-jé-m) evidently has preferred this type, to 
avoid the identity of Indicative and Subjunctive which would have 
resulted from the @-formation here; *ama@-ja-m, etc., would have 
given *amam, *amas, *am@t. | 

2. The so-called Future Indicative of the Third and Fourth 
Conjugations is (outside the First Singular) a Present Subjunctive 
of the @-formation which has taken on Future function, e.g. 
Jer-é-s, audt-é-s, ett. 

3. The Imperfect Subjunctive also belongs here. There are 
two types, both Aorists in origin : 

a) -s- Aorists. Examples are: es-s-em, ferrem for *fer-s-em 
(§ 106. 3), vellem for *vel-s-em (§ 106. 3); ama-r-em for *ama- 
s-ém (§ 98. 1); mone-r-em for *mone-s-em, audt-r-em for *audt- 
S-EmM. 

5) -es- Aorists, ¢.g. reg-er-em for *reg-es-em (§ 98. 1). 

4. The Pluperfect Subjunctive is an -es- Aorist, with a second 
s of uncertain origin, ¢.¢. vidissem for *vtd-es-s-em. 


1§2 Inflections. 


THE IMPERATIVE, 
A. Achve. 


223. Present, Second Singular.— The most probable view is 
that which regards this form as consisting of the simple stem. 
The Imperative, then, will be analogous to the Vocative, to 
which it bears in general meaning a strong resemblance. Exam- 
ples are: 7, es, fer, leg-e, ama (for *ama-je), mone (for *moneze), 
audi (for *audi-je). Verbs in -20 of the Third Conjugation follow 
the root class (§ 203.1), ¢g. cape. Dic, duc, fac are probably 
for dice, duce, face by dropping off the final short e. 


224. Present, Second Plural. — This is formed by adding -# to 
the stem, ¢.9. 7-4, fer-te, es-te, legite (for *lege-te; § 73. 2), amate, 
moneéte, audite. 


225. Future, Second and Third Singular.— The termination 
is -f0, earlier -fod, appended to the Present Stem, ¢.g. 2/0, ferto, 
esto, legito, etc. Originally this formation had Plural as well as 
Singular force. Strictly, too, it was a Present, not a Futute; the 
Future force is a special development of the Latin. The ending 
-tod 1s preserved in early Latin, e.g. Acetod, datod, violatod. 


226. Future, Second and Third Plural.—The termination of 
the Second Plural -/o¢ is simply a pluralization of the Singular 
-to. The Third Plural termination -#/0 is a new formation (¢/ 
§ 225) after the analogy of the relation existing between the 
Third Singular and Third Plural of the Present Indicative, #.e. 

sunto esto ::sunt sest 
regunto: regilo : : regunt : regit 
amanto: amato:: amant:*amat 


B. Passive. 


227. The Present.—The Second Singular ending -ve repre- 
sents an original -so, so that Latin segue-re corresponds exactly to 
Greek €7e(o)o, gov. ‘The Second Plural in -mini is probably an 
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old Infinitive which has taken on the function of the Imperative. 
Cf. the Homeric use of the Infinitive as an Imperative. Accord- 
ing to this view Latin /eg?-mint = Greek Aeyeueva, both forms 
being originally the Dative of a verbal noun with the suffix -men. 
Cf. ger-men, Dat. ger-mini. 


228. The Future forms are the result of appending the Passive 
-7 (§ 235) to the corresponding Active forms. 


Tue PrersonaL Enpincs.} 
A. Achive. 


229. rst Singular.—In the Indo-European parent-speech -d 
was the termination of the primary tenses of the Thematic Con- 
jugation, while -77z was the termination of the Unthematic Conju- 
gation. Secondary tenses had -m only. Latin shows no traces 
of -m1 (on sum, see § 202. 3); -o appears in the Present, Future, 
and Future Perfect Indicative. Elsewhere in the Indicative and 
everywhere in the Subjunctive (including some original Optatives) 
-m appears, ¢.g. amabam, amaveram, sim, essem, ete. 


230. 2d Singular.— The Indo-European endings were -si 
(primary) and -s (secondary). Latin -s may represent the 
secondary ending, or original *-s? may have lost its final short 
vowel, so that ‘gts, for example, may be either for */eg-e-s or. 
*leg-e-St. 


231. 3d Singular.— The Indo-European endings were -4 
(primary) and -¢ (secondary). Apparently in the earliest Latin, 
-f had become -d. Cf early inscriptional forms, ¢.g. vhevhaked, 
Jeced, fecid, sted; -t#, on the other hand, became -¢ and very early 
supplanted the -d of the secondary tenses. The closely related 
Oscan dialect exhibits this distinction of -d and -¢ assumed for 
early Latin. 


1 The endings of the Perfect Indicative and of the Imperative have already 
been considered in §§ 211 ff., 223 ff. 
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232. rst Plural.—The only ending appearing in Latin is -mus, 
earlier *-mds, which seems to stand in Ablaut relation (§ 62) to 
Greek -yes (dialectal). 


233. 2d Plural.—The Latin ending -#s probably represents an 
Indo-European -4és, which was the ending of the 2d Dual. 


234. 3d Plural.— The Indo-European endings were -n# 
(primary) and -z¢ (secondary). In the Italic languages -2# 
became -7¢, while -z¢ became -ms. Oscan and Umbrian preserve 
this distinction, but in Latin, *-zs has disappeared, being every- 
where supplanted by -#?¢ (for -7#). 


B. Passive. 


235. The distinguishing characteristic of the Latin Passive is 
the presence of final ry. This formation, in its wide application, 
is found only in the Italic and Keltic groups of the Indo-European 
family. Its origin is not clear. Some have connected it with the 
Sanskrit ending -ve of the Perfect Middle. One thing is perfectly 
certain: Latin ~ does not arise from the reflexive sé as was for- 
merly held. In general the Latin Passive is an outgrowth of an 
earlier Middle. With the exception of the rst Singular and rst 
Plural, Middle forms are seen to have been at the basis of the 
developed inflection. 


236. rst Singular.— Where the Active form ends in -d, the 
Passive is formed by adding 7, e.g. regor (earlier -or; § 88. 2), 
amabor. Where the Active ends in -m, the Passive has 7 instead 
of -m, ¢.g. amer, amabar, 


237. 2d Singular. — This is in origin a Middle, formed with 
the Indo-European ending *-so, the termination of secondary 
tenses in the Middle. Thus seguere is for *segue-so (§ 98.1). 
Cf. Greek ére-(o)o, érov. The ending -77s arises secondarily from 
-re by further appending -s, the ending of the 2d Singular Active. 
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Thus segueris for *segueré-s (§ 73. 2). This was possibly the 
result of an effort to distinguish the Indicative 2d Singular from 
the Imperative. 


238. 3d Singular.—To the original Middle formation, e.g. 
*leg-t-to, for *leg-e-to, with secondary ending -to (cf. Greek é-Aéy- 
ero) was added the Passive -7, e.g. *legito-r, legitur. 


239. rst Plural. — In place of -s of the Active ending -mus we 
have the Passive -7, ¢.g. regimu-r. 


240. 2d Plural.— We have here a periphrastic formation; 
Legimini, etc., stand for legimini estis, in which Zgimini is a Middle 
Participle of the same type as Greek Aeyo-vevor. This formation 
must have originated in the Present Indicative; /egebamini, 
legemint, legamint, legerémini are all secondary, formed after the 
analogy of legimini. 


241. 3d Plural.— The 3d Plural, like the 3d Singular, was 
originally a genuine Middle formation, in -né, the termination of 
the secondary tenses, ¢.g. */egunto for *lego-nto (cf. Greek ¢-déyo- 
vro). To this was added the Passive -7, e.g. */ego-ntor, leguntur. 


TuHeE INFINITIVE. 


242. In Latin, as in other Indo-European languages, the Infini- 
tives are oblique cases of verbal nouns which have become stereo- 
typed by usage. The Dative and Locative cases have contributed 
most largely to this eategory. 


A. Achve. 


243. Present.— This was apparently in origin the Locative of 
a noun with an -es-, -os- suffix. Thus rveg-er-e for a primitive 
*veg-es-t (§ 141), as though from a Nom. *veg-os. Unthematic 
verbs appended -se (for -sz), ¢.g. es-se, Jer-re, for *fer-se; vel-le 
for *vel-se. 
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244. Perfect.— The Locative -s-e (for s/) is appended to 
the -es- Aorist stem (§ 213, 215), ¢.g. vid-t5-se. 


245. Future.—In such forms as dictérum esse, it is probable 
that originally aictérum was not a participle, but an Infinitive. 
The form has been plausibly explained as being contracted from 
dicta *erom, where dictz is Supine, and *erom (for *es-om ; § 98.1) 
the old Infinitive of the root es- (-esse). This Infinitive is pre- 
served in Oscan and Umbrian, though lost in Latin. The original 
force of dictu *erom would be ‘to be for saying,’ #.e. ‘to be about 
to say’ (on aicté see § 252.2). The foregoing explanation ac- 
cords excellently with the use of adicfzrum and similar forms with- 
out esse and (in early Latin) with a Plural subject, ¢.g. credo inimt- 
cos meds hoc dicturum, ‘1 believe my enemies are for saying this,’ 
t.e. ‘will say this’ (C. Gracchus, cited by Gellius, 1.7). After the 
. analogy of periphrastic forms, aictérum esse subsequently supplanted 
dictirum, etc., and thus gave rise to the Future Active Participle 
IN -“rUs, -a, -um. 

B. Passive. 


246. Present. —Such forms as reg-2, dic-i are Dative forms ; 
§ 139. Other verbs append the Dative ending to -es-stems, e.g. 
amari, monéri, audiri, for *ama-es-t, etc.; so ferrt for *fer-s-i. 
Cf. § 243. No Passive signification originally attached itself to 
these Dative Infinitives ; at the outset they could not have differed 
essentially from the Locative Infinitives of the Active. The dif- 
ferentiation into Active and Passive meanings was purely arbitrary. 

The Passive Infinitive in -zer (archaic and poetical) is of un- 
certain origin. Some explain agier, for example, as for *agi-ar, 
ar being the Preposition seen in a7-dzter, efc., in a post-positive 
use. On -er for -av, see § 71. 1. Others think that -e7 repre- 
sents the apocopated Active ending -eve. This seems to have 
been fairly frequent in colloquial Latin, e.g. diber for dibere ; 
tanger for tangere. Agier, therefore, and similar forms would 
represent Passive Infinitives with an added Active termination. 
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247. Perfect and Future. — Periphrastic forms are used here, 
e.g. dictus esse, dictum iri, The latter consists of the Supine com- 
bined with the Passive of ¢d in its impersonal use. 


THE PARTICIPLES. 


248. Present Active. — The suffix here is -n+¢-, e.g. -séns for 
*-s-nt-s (§ 102. 1) in a@b-séns, prae-sens; regens for *rege-nt-s. 
The oblique cases of zéms are formed from the stem *e7-o0-, e.g. 
euntis for *et-o-nts. 


249. Future Active. — See § 245. 


250. Perfect Passive. —The suffix was -4ss, earlier -Zos, ap- 
pended originally to the weak form of the root, ¢.g. dic-tus, ditc- 
tus, tentus for *tn-tos (§ 102. 1). Where the root ended in d or 
f, ss or § arose phonetically (§ 108. 1), eg. sessus for *sed-tos ; 
usus for *zz-tos. By an extension this spurious ending, -szs, 
became appended also to some guttural and liquid stems, ey. 
lap-sus, fixus, pulsus. 


251. The Gerundive.— The origin of the termination -endus, 
-undus is not yet determined. 


GERUND AND SUPINE. 


252. 1. The Gerund.— The Gerund is probably a develop- 
ment of the Gerundive. Such expressions as virtus colenda est 
might easily give rise to a colendum est (impersonal), while simi- 
larly patriae defendendae causa might generate a défendendi causa. 

2. The Supine.— The Supine in -vm is an Accusative of a 
Verbal noun formed with the suffix -/#-; the Supine in -# is a 
Locative from the same stem (cf § 163). 


CHAPTER VIII 
ADVERBS AND PREPOSITIONS. 
ADVERBS." 


253. Adverbs are, in the main, case-forms which have become 
stereotyped as the result of highly specialized usage. ‘The cases 
most frequently thus employed are the Accusative, Ablative, Loca- 
tive, and Instrumental. 


254. Accusatives.—These result from various syntactical usages. 
Thus : 

1. Accusative of Result Produced (Gv. § 176. 2; 3), e.g. mul- 
tum, plerumque, plirimum, aliquid, facile, fortius, ete. 

2. Appositives, e.g. vicem, partim, etc.; § 310. 

3. Limit of Motion, eg. foras. 


255. Ablatives. — Here belong: 

1. Adverbs in -é@ (for -éd; § 130) from d-stems, eg. pulchré, 
sane, certissime. . 

2. Adverbs in -o (for -0d; § 130) from d-stems, ¢.g. certo, 
continuo. Cf. early Latin meritod. 

3. Adverbs in -@ (for -ad; § 118) from @-stems, eg. extva, 
supra, infra, contra, supra, ultra, cttra, juxta. Cf. early Latin 
exstrad, suprad. Many words, clearly Ablative in form, appar- 
ently became Adverbs through the medium of Instrumental con- 
structions, ¢.g. una, recta, qua, ea, eadem (sc. vid), et. Cf. 
§ 341. 5. 


1 See especially Lindsay, Latin Language, chap. ix. 
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256. Locatives. — Here belong: 

1. True Locatives, e.g. hevi, vesperi, humi, belli, mihttae, domi 
postridié (§§ 126; 173), meridié, até crastini,; noctu; also the 
Pronominal Adverbs 2-c, i/li-c, istt-c (§ 197). 

2. Ablative in Locative function, e.g. fovts. 


257. Instrumentals. — Here belong : 

1. ci, modd for *citd, *modd (§ 88. 3), where *-d resulted 
by contraction from *cifo-a, *modo-d. Had these been Ablative 
(*citod, *modod), the 0 would not have been shortened upon the 
disappearance of the -d. 

2. bené, malé for *bene, *malé (§ 88. 3), where *-é resulted by_ 
contraction from *dene-d, *male-d. Had these been Ablatives 
(*bened, *maled), the -é would not have been shortened upon 
the disappearance of the -d. 

3. sponte, forte, repente. 


258. Even a few Nominatives have become Adverbs, ¢.g. adver- 
sus; rursus for reversus ; prorsus for proversus. 


259. Many Adverbs were originally phrases, ¢.g. dénuo for 
dé novo (§ 103. 4); 240 for in *stloco (§ 89); admodum. Some 
have thought that Adverbs in -s#er also belong here, e.g. dreviter 
for breve iter, etc. Cf. German kurzweg. 


PREPOSITIONS.' 


260. Prepositions are in the main Adverbs which have come to 
have special uses in connection with certain cases. Historically 
they belong to a relatively late period in the development of lan- 
guage. Originally the cases alone sufficed for denoting relations, 
but as greater precision became necessary, the requisite definite- 
ness of meaning came to be expressed by various Adverbs, which 


1 See especially Lindsay, Latin Language, chap. ix. 
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ultimately crystallized as Prepositions ; yet an independent adverb- 
ial usage often remained. 

In the earlier period of their employment, Prepositions enjoyed 
considerably more latitude of usage than later, being freely com- 
bined with almost any oblique case ; ultimately, however, most of 
them became restricted to combination with particular cases. 
This is truer of Latin, for example, than of Greek, where the older 
freedom is quite apparent. The Oscan and Umbrian also show 
greater latitude than Latin. 


261. A, ab, abs, au-.— Three historically independent words 
of identical meaning are here to be recognized : 

1. A is identical with Sanskrit 2, West Germanic 2. 

2. Ab, abs go back to an Indo-European *apfo, Greek dro. 
By loss of the final 0, this became in Latin @f-, seen in ap-erio. 
But in composition and in phrases before voiced consonants p 
became J, ¢.g. abdo for *ap-do,; ab radice for *ap radice, and 
ultimately the form with 4 supplanted that with ». Ads is formed 
from ad by appending -s, probably the Genitive ending in its 
weak form (§ 138), an element frequently employed in amplify- 
ing prepositional and adverbial formations. C/ ex (= ec-s) from 
ec-, sub-s (in suscipio for *sub-s-cipid; § 105. 1) from sub; obs- 
from of, also Greek é€ by the side of éx; évs, whence Attic «is, 
by the side of év; dudis by the side of dudié. 

3. Au-, Sanskrit ava, goes back to an Indo-European az. 
It appears in Latin only in aufugio, and aufero for *ava-fugio, 
*ava-fero by Syncope (§ 92). Cf auspex for *av(1)spex ; augu- 
rium, ete. | 

4. A form of *afo, with apheresis of the initial consonant, is 
po-, seen in pond for *po-s(¢)no (§§ 92; 89); of po-sttus. FPa- 
also possibly appears in po-0 (root 4-,; of. 4-no), ‘rub off, polish.’ 

5. A form af, found in early inscriptions and occasionally later, 
is of uncertain origin. It is probably historically distinct from all 
the preceding words. | 
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262. Ad is obscure in origin. In early Latin inscriptions we 
find a torm @r-, used before / and v in composition, ¢.g. arfuerunt, 
arversus ; also ar-biter. Whether a7- was a phonetic variant of 
ad-, or a different word, is uncertain. 


263. Ambi-, Greek dud, is probably an old Locative. 
264. Ante for *ant, Greek dvri, is probably an old Locative. 


265. Apud seems to be Indo-European *aZo (5 261. 2) with 
an appended d. 


266. Circum, circa, circiter are all connected with the noun 
circus, ‘ring, circle, circus’; circum is the Accusative Singular, 
used first as Adverb, later as Preposition; circa is probably a 
late formation after the analogy of extra, supra (§ 255. 3). 
Circiter probably contains the Comparative sufhx -fr (§ 181). 
Cf. inter, propter, subter. 


267. Cis, citra are from the root c?-, ‘this.’ On the final -s of 
cis, see § 261. 2. Citra has the Comparative sufix (§ 181). On 
the formation, see § 255. 3. 


268. Clam evidently contains the root of cé/0, ‘conceal.’ The 
formation is uncertain. 


269. Com- (cum), co-. — See § 58. 4). 
270. Contra. —See § 255. 3. 
271. Dé may be an old Ablative formation for *ded. 


272. Erga, ergo are obscure in etymology and formation. 
They can have no connection with Greek (¢)épyov, work. 


273. Ex, ec-, ef-, €. See § 105. 2. On the final s of ex 
(= e¢-s), see § 261. 2. 


274. Extra is formed from ex by means of the Comparative 
suffix fevo- (§ 181). On the case-formation, see § 255. 3. 
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275. In is the unaccented form of Indo-European *en, Greek 
év. The original form of the Preposition is seen in early Latin 
en-do. Cf. Greek évdo-ht, év-Sov. Another form of endo is indu- 
(indi-) seen in indi-genus, ind-oles, and in several early Latin 
words, ¢.g. indu-gredi. 


276. Infra. Cf. inferus, and see § 255. 3. 


277. Inter, intra are formed from im by means of the Com- 
parative suffix -fevo-; §§ 181; 255. 3. 


278. Intus contains the same suffix as seen in divinitus, fun- 
aditus, ete. 


279. Juxta is from the stem j#xia-, a Superlative of 77 f jugis. For 
the case-form, see § 255. 3. 


280. Ob is from an Indo-European *of-i, a Locative formation 
kindred with Greek éz-(, to which it stands in Ablaut relation 
(§ 62). The form 0d has developed from *o/, exactly as ad from 
*ap (§ 261. 2); yet of- appears in of-erid, and is preserved in 
Oscan. 


281. Per is for an Indo-European *feri (Locative). C/ Greek 


, 
TEpt. 


282. Post, early Latin pos‘, apparently goes back to a Locative 
‘eo 
‘post. 


283. Prae, praeter.— Prae is very likely a Locative from 772-, 
an extension of g7- (weak form of per-). Cf. pro(d) from prd-. 
Praeter bears the same relation to prae as infer to in, subler 
to sud. 


284. Pri, prd-, por-.— The relation between pro and pro- (e.g. 
in profugio, proficiscor, protego) is uncertain. Very likely p76 
(earlier rod, seen in prodesse, prodire; § 109. 1) was an Ablative 
formation, while 7d- (cf Gr. apo) represents the simple stem, 
Por-, e.g. in por-tendo, porrigo, polliceor (for *por-liceor) may rep- 
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resent pr-, weak form of the root Ze7v- (§ 100. 2), with which all 
the above words are ultimately connected. 


285. Prope, propter.— Profe is for protpe. Ch. quip-pe. 
Propter bears the same relation to prope as infer to in, etc. 


286. Re-, red-.— Xe- is the earlier form; the @ of red- is of 
uncertain origin. 


287. Secundum is an Accusative from secundus, lit. ‘ following’ 
(sequor). 


288. Se-, early Latin s¢d-, preserved in séai#0, may have been 
an Ablative formation ; s0-, seen in s0-cors, so-brius, may repre- 
sent the Ablaut of se-. 


289. Sub, subter.—The Indo-European form is *zfo. C/,. 
Greek tzo (with irregular rough breathing). The initial s is 
explained as containing a reduced form of ex, wiz. ’ks, so that 
*(2)sup would represent the primitive formation. For the change 
of 4 to J, see § 261. 2, On subser, cf. inter. 


290. Super, supra. — Super goes back to an Indo-European 
*uper. Cf. Greek trép (with irregular rough breathing). For the 
initial s, see § 289. Supra sustains the same relation to super as 
intra to inter. 


291. Tenus is probably the Accusative of an obsolete ‘nus, 
-eris, lit. ‘a stretch,’ root fen-. 


292. Trans is probably the Present Participle of */a@re seen in 
intrare, penetrare, t.e. originally “rans flumen milites duxit meant 
he led his troops, crossing the river. On tra-, see § 106. 2. 


293. Uls, ultra from root o/-, ‘that’ (cf ole ; § 195), are the 
pendants to cis, citra. 


204. Versus, versum, ¢/c.— See § 258. 


CHAPTER IX. 
SYNTAX.! 


THE CASES. 


Names of the Cases. 


295. The English word case comes from the Latin c@sus, which 
was a translation of the Greek word rra@ots. arraots (from zirra, 
Jal), as a grammatical term, primarily denoted a ‘change’ or ‘de- 
viation,’ and was accordingly first employed to denote the oblique 
cases, as being ‘ deviations’ (wraces) from the Nominative. The 
Nominative itself, therefore, was not at the outset a rraots, though 
it early came to bear this name. 


296. The Greek names of the cases were: 


dvoyacrixy (sc. mraous), Nominative. 
yevixy, Genitive. 

Sorexy, Dative. 

airtatixy, Accusative. 

KAytixyn, Vocative. 


1 See especially Brugmann und Delbriick, Grundriss der Vergleichenden 
Grammatik, vol. iii. (Vergleichende Syntax, von Delbriick), Erster Theil. 
Strassburg, 1893. Drager, Historische Syntax der Lateinischen Sprache, 2 vols. 
2d edition. Leipzig, 1878, 1881. Kiihner, Ausfihrliche Grammatik der 
Lateinischen Sprache, vol. ii. Hannover, 1878. Schmalz, in Miiller’s Hand- 
buch der Klassischen Altertumswissenschaft, vol. ii. 2d edition. Nérdlingen, 
1889. Riemann, Za Syntaxe Latine. 3d edition. Paris, 1894. Roby, Latin 
Grammar, vol. ii. 5th edition. London, 1888. 
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The Nominative was so called because it was the case employed 
for naming a substantive when it was simply cited as a word. 

The significance of the term yex«y is in dispute. Some have 
thought it meant ‘the case of source or origin.’ But the usual 
meaning of yevtxds is against this view. It probably meant ‘the 
’ case of the genus,’ or ‘the generic case.’ This view accords with 
the regular use of the Genitive to restrict the meaning of another 
word by denoting the class or yévos to which it applies, e.g. dove 
of parents, ‘fishers of men,’ tons of earth. 

The Dative was called Sorin, ‘the case of giving,’ though this 
is simply one prominent function of the case. 

In calling the Accusative airtarixy, the Greeks intended to 
designate this case as the ‘case of effect,’ #.c. of the thing caused 
(airta). Here again the name designated but imperfectly the 
functions of the case. For the Accusative indicates also the per- 
son or thing affected, to say nothing of other uses. 

KAyrixy means ‘ calling case’ or ‘ case of address.’ 


297. The Romans in devising grammatical terms for their own 
language simply translated these Greek names. dvoyacrixy became 
Nominativus (sc. casus). In translating yexxy by Genefivus the 
Roman grammarians falsely interpreted the case as that of source, 
or origin, misled doubtless by the frequent use of the Greek 
Genitive in that function. dorcxy became Dafivus. airvarixy was 
falsely rendered <Accusafivus, as though airvartxy were derived 
from airidopat, accuse. xAntixy became Vocativus. The Greek 
had no Ablative, and for this case the Romans were therefore 
obliged to coin a new term; they named it Ablafivus, ‘the case 
of taking away.’ This designation was fairly accurate for certain 
uses of the case, vz. those of the true Ablative; but it ignored 
the Instrumental and Locative uses of the case (§ 331). It is 
uncertain just when and by whom these Latin names were intro- 
duced. They had become established as current terms by Quin- 
tilian’s time (90 A.D.). 
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Review of Case-Theories. 


298. Since the beginning of the present century, there has 
been much discussion concerning the original force of the cases 
both individually and collectively. 


299. The Localistic Theory. — The chief representative of this 
was Hartung, who set forth his views in 1831 in a work Ueber die 
Casus, thre Bildung und Bedeutung. Wartung started with the 
assumption (largely a correct one) that in language the develop- 
ment is from the concrete to the abstract, —that words at the 
outset indicated definite sense concepts, which later came to be 
used in transferred meanings. Applying this principle to the 
cases, he assumed that in Greek and Latin there had been (in 
addition to the Nominative and Vocative) three cases, one to 
designate each of the three definite local relations, /rom, in, and 
fo. Applying this principle first to Greek he explained the Geni- 
tive as the from-case, the Dative as the zm-case, the Accusative as 
the zo-case. For Latin, substantially the same explanation was 
given, except that the Dative of the Greek has in Latin, accord- 
ing to Hartung,.been differentiated into two cases, Dative and 
Ablative, of which the latter has entirely absorbed the z#-function, 
while the Dative has developed new meanings. 

Hartung’s theory has been styled ‘thorough-going’ Localism. 
It asserted that the original Indo-European case-system (apart 
from Nominative and Vocative) had originally been limited to 
three cases, which expressed the three natural space relations. 
Wherever in the individual languages more cases appeared (as in 
Latin or Sanskrit), these were held to be differentiations (‘ Zer- 
splitterungen’) of the original three. Whatever may be true of 
the meaning of individual cases, comparative grammar conclu- 
sively proves that Localism in the form in which Hartung held it 
is absolutely untenable. A case-system of at least six clearly 
distinguished oblique cases must have existed in the Indo-Euro- 
pean parent-speech. 
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300. The Logical Theory. — Michelsen, in his Casuslehre der 
lateinischen Sprache vom causal-localen Standpuncte aus, pub- 
lished in 1843, endeavored to apply logical categories to the 
explanation of the cases. According to him two principles are 
fundamental: 1) Causality (including cause and effect). 2) Final- 
ity. Hence in every sentence, he holds, we must have a cause, an 
effect, and a purpose. The Nominative he regarded as the case 
expressing the cause, the Accusative the case of the effect, the 
Dative as the case of finality or purpose. The Genitive and 
Ablative were also given special treatment, though these cases 
were regarded as not essential to logical completeness. But 
Michelsen’s theory is false in principle. Language is not founded 
on logic, and any attempt to explain forms of speech as primarily 
identical with logical categories must always be fruitless. 


301. The Grammatical Theory.— In 1845 appeared Rumpel’s 
Casuslehre in besonderer Beziehung auf die griechische Sprache. 
This book was a protest against the Localism of Hartung on the 
one hand and the logical theory of Michelsen on the other. 
Rumpel asserted the purely grammatical character of the cases. 
The Nominative he defined as the case of the Subject, the Accu- 
sative as the case used to complete the meaning of the verb, the 
Genitive as the adnominal case or case used to complete the 
meaning of a noun, while the Dative was used to modify the 
meaning of the sentence as a whole. Where the Genitive limited 
a verb, it was explained as denoting an internal relation as opposed 
to an external relation, such as that denoted by the Accusative. 
As Rumpel concerned himself only with Greek, he propounded 
no theory of the Ablative. 


$02. Subsequent Views. — Rumpel’s theory shows much better 
method than either Hartung’s or Michelsen’s. Yet the gram- 
matical theory of the cases is not universally true. Discussion 
since Rumpel’s day has shown that while some of the cases are 
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undoubtedly grammatical in their origin, others were just as cer- 
tainly local. To the Grammatical cases belong with certainty the 
Nominative and the Genitive, the former as the case of the sub- 
ject, the latter as the adnominal case. To the local cases belong 
with certainty the Ablative, as the /rom-case, the Locative, as the 
in-case, and the Instrumental, as the case denoting associaton 
with. Diversity of opinion still exists as to the Dative and to 
some slight extent as regards the Accusative. If we regard the 
Dative as originally the case of direction, it is a local case; if we 
take it as originally used to modify the sentence as a whole, it is a 
grammatical case. The Accusative is usually regarded as simply 
completing the meaning of the verb, and is therefore classified as 
a grammatical case; but there is some warrant for considering it 
as originally denoting the goal of motion, in which case it would 
be local. See § 311. 


THE ACCUSATIVE.! 


303. The distinction between the Accusative of the Person or 
Thing Affected (Gr. § 175) on the one hand and the Accusative 
of the Result Produced (Gm. § 176) on the other, is one of funda- 
mental importance. Other designations are often employed to 
distinguish the two types. Thus the Accusative of the Person or 
Thing Affected is called External Object, the Accusative of Result 
Produced the Internal Object. But these designations are likely 
to prove too philosophical for elementary pupils. German scholars 
employ also the designations ‘ Akkusativ des Affekts’ and ‘ Akku- 
sativ des Effekts,’ terms which might be advantageously imitated 
in English, if our language only had the noun Affect. When the 
Greek philosophers gave the name airurixy to the Accusative, 
they had in mind only the second of the two uses of the Accusa- 
tive now under consideration, zzz. the Accusative of the Result 
Produced or, as they designated it, of the Thing Caused (‘Internal 





1 For the original force of the Accusative, see § 311. 
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Object,’ ‘ Effect’). The Romans, in transferring the Greek name 
of the case to Latin, should have rendered it by some such word 
as Causafivus (a designation actually employed by Priscian) or 
Effectivus. "jither of these would, like the Greek original, have 
been a defective name (¢/ § 296), but it would have been accu- 
rate as far as it went. 


304. The Accusative with Passives used as Middles. — The 
treatment of the Accusative after Passive Verbs in Gr. § 175. 2. @) 
is based on the elaborate discussions of Schroder, Der Accusahv 
nach Passiven Verben in der Lateinjschen Dichtersprache, Gross- 
glogau, 1870; Engelhardt, Passive Verba mit dem Accusahi, 
Bromberg, 1879 ; and the treatment of Kiihner in his Ausfihr- 
liche Lateinische Grammatik, ii. § 71.6). The explanation of the 
Accusative as Synecdochical (¢f Gr. § 180), which is sometimes 
given for this construction, is not adequate. It might explain 
such phrases as cinctus tempora hedera, but is irrational for galeam 
induitur, nodo sinus collecta, laevo suspenst loculos lacerto, and 
many others. On the other hand, the interpretation of the Pas- 
sive in such instances as a Middle, and the Accusative as the 
Direct Object, furnishes a satisfactory explanation of all phrases of 
this type. 

Sometimes by an extension of usage the Middle is employed to 
indicate that the subject /ezs some action be consummated upon 
himself, or has tt done. Cf. English he had his hair cut. An 
illustration of this is Vergil, Aen. ii. 273 per pedes trajectus lora, 
‘having had thongs drawn through his feet.’ For a few instances 
in which a Synecdochical Accusative occurs with Passive verbs, 
see § 307. 


305. Accusative of Result Produced. — The different construc- 
tions grouped together under G7. § 176. 1-5, are often referred 
to the Cognate Accusative as the original from which they have 
all developed. The Cognate Accusative, however, is so restricted 
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in its scope that it seems better to regard it as a subdivision of a 
larger category rather than as the basis of such a category. C/. 
Brugmann, Griechische Grammatk*®, § 178. 2, who classifies 
turrev xos (strike a wound, t.e. produce a wound by striking) 
and way vikyv, win a victory, as parallel subdivisions of the gen- 
eral category of the Accusative with Verbs of producing. 


306. Accusative of Person Affected and of Result Produced 
Dependent upon the Same Verb (Gr. § 178).— The true char- 
acter of this construction is best seen in phrases where the Accu- 
sative of Result is a Neuter Pronoun or Adjective, e.g. £¢ haec rogo, 
td meé doces, the essential point being that the Latin was able not 
only to say td doces (Acc. of Result) and mé doces (Acc. of Per- 
son Affected), but to combine the two constructions in a single 
phrase. It is a misconception to regard the Accusative of Result 
in such sentences as any less the Direct Object than the Accusa- 
tive of the Person Affected. Each of the two Accusatives is a 
Direct Object equally with the other. There is no essential differ- 
ence between the construction of Aaec in haec me rogas and the 
construction of Aaec in haec rogas. In many instances the Accu- 
sative of Result with verbs of asking, teaching, etc., is clearly of 
secondary origin, ¢.g. “ sententiam rogo, after f¢ hoc rogo; fe 
célavi sermonem after fé td celavt. 


807. The Synecdochical or Greek Accusative (Gr. § 180). — 
There can be little doubt that this construction is a Grecism. C/ 
Quintilian, ix. 3.17. Some have claimed it as a genuine Latin 
idiom, but its almost total restriction to the poets of the imperial 
age and to the prose writers who imitate them is against any such 
theory. The names ‘Accusative of Specification’ and ‘ Accusa- 
tive of Respect’ are sometimes used to designate this construction. 

With Passive verbs the Accusative usually belongs under G7. 
§ 175. 2. 2), but in some twenty instances in the Augustan poets 
and in about twice that number in Lucan, Silius, Statius, and 
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Valerius Flaccus, we must recognize the Synecdochical Accusative. 
A typical instance is, Vergil, Aen. ii. 57, manus juvenem post terga 
revinctum, ‘tied as to his hands.’ 


308. Accusative in Exclamations. — This construction is appar- 
ently the result of ellipsis. Just what verb is to be supplied in 
thought in particular instances is not always clear, nor is it mate- 
rial that it should be determined. 


309. The Accusative as Subject of the Infinitive. — The Accu- 
sative as Subject of the Infinitive is an outgrowth of the use of 
the Accusative as Direct Object. The history of the construction 
may be illustrated as follows: In an expression like jwssi eum 
abire, eum was originally the object of 7zss?, while the Infinitive 
was a noun in the Locative (§ 243), the force of the entire phrase 
being: J ordered him to a going (§ 351). But in course of time 
the eum abire came to be felt as a whole and as sustaining an 
object relation to the verb, a conception which led to such expres- 
sions as jussit pueros necari, where pueros could never have been 
the object of jusst7, When once the construction of the Accusa- 
tive with the Infinitive became established, its extension was 
rapid. Expressions like jusst? pueros necari easily led to dixi 
pueros necatos esse, whence pueri necati esse dicebantur and other 
types of Infinitive usage. 


310. Id genus, muliebre secus, e/.— 1. Id genus is clearly 
appositional in origin, as indicated by the fact that it regularly oc- 
curs only in combination with a Nominative or Accusative, 7.¢. not 
virorum td genus, but usually virt td genus, viros id genus, etc. 

2. Muliebre secus, virile secus, while doubtless of the same 
origin as 7@ genus, have nevertheless advanced a stage beyond it 
in actual use. We find not only /2de7t muhebre secus, ‘children of 
the female sex,’ lit. ‘children, the female sex’ (of children), but 
also liberorum (liberis) multebre secus. 

3. Meam vicem, tuam vicem, ¢4.— The appositional origin of 
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this phrase seems to be indicated by such early Latin usages as 
Plautus, Mostellaria ii. 1. 8 qui hodté sesé excruciari meam vicem 
possit pati, “who can let himself be tortured, as my substitute’ ; 
Captivi 697 ut eum remittat nostrum amborum vicem, ‘to release 
him in return for us two,’ lit. ‘as an exchange for us two.’ 

4. Magnam partem, maximam partem.— The appositional 
origin of these phrases is less certain, yet expressions like Livy, 
v. 14 and ix. 37. 9 maximam partem ad arma trepidantes caedes 
oppressit, seem to point in that direction. 


311. Original Force of the Accusative Case. — Rumpel in his 
Casuslehre, published in 1845 (cf § 301), contended that the 
Accusative served simply as the complement of the verb, and that 
all the varieties of meaning, such as limit of motion, duration of 
time, direct object, eé., are but varieties of this primary function. 
Rumpel accordingly regarded the Accusative as a grammatical 
case, and this view has been maintained by most subsequent 
scholars. It is advocated to-day by all the leading authorities, 
¢.g. Delbriick, Brugmann, Hiibschmann, Holzweissig, Gadicke, 
and others. This theory, it must be admitted, is both simple and 
rational. Yet there have always been some scholars who have 
recognized the goa/-notion as representing the original force of 
the Accusative. While it is impossible to prove the truth of this 
latter theory, yet the arguments in its favor deserve consideration. 
They are the following : 

1. The antecedent probability of the existence of a case denot- 
ing Zo a place, person, or thing, is very great. It is admitted that 
the parent-speech had an z”-case (the Locative) and a /rvom-case 
(the Ablative), so that a /o-case might naturally be expected as 
the complement of these. 

2. There are advantages in starting with a concrete, tangible 
meaning for the Accusative. Language undeniably develops from 
the concrete to the abstract. 

3. The goa/-notion is shown by the testimony of those Indo- 
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European languages whose literature reaches furthest back, to 
have been an extremely primitive force of this case. Thus: 
Sanskrit and Homeric Greek exhibit the goa/-meaning of the 
Accusative, while the vestiges of it in Latin indicate that in pre- 
historic times it had been more frequent. Thus the use of town 
names, and of domum, domos, ris, to denote the goa/ of motion, 
and the occurrence of such expressions as exscguids ire, infitias 
tre, pessum dare, venum dare, point to a freer use of the same 
kind in early times. The Supine in -wm also shows this primitive 
force. It is noteworthy that in post-Homeric Greek this goa/-use 
of the Accusative had become obsolete. Post-Homeric Greek 
stands upon the same ground as Latin in this respect. In both of 
these languages the practical disappearance of the goa/-notion in 
historical times would seem to indicate that as other uses de- 
veloped the original function gradually passed away. 

4. The other uses of the Accusative may all be satisfactorily 
derived from the goa/-use as the original one. As the first and 
most obvious developments must be considered the Accusative of 
Extent of Space and of Duration of Time. Thus viginét mila 
processit would originally have meant ‘he advanced to the limit of 
twenty miles,’ whence arose secondarily the notion of extent. 
Similarly vigentt annos vixit would have meant originally ‘he lived 
to the limit of twenty years,’ whence secondarily ‘he lived through- 
out twenty years.’ In the case of the Direct Object the Accusative 
may also have originally designated the limit of the action of the 
verb. Thus aedés striéxit would originally have meant ‘he per- 
formed an act of building, the goal of which was a house.’ Sim- 
ilarly video hominem, ‘I perform an act of seeing, the goal of 
which is a man.’ Cf. the similar idiom prevalent in certain Ro- 
mance languages, ¢.g. Spanish yo veo al hombre, lit. ‘I see, to the 
man’ = ‘Isee the man.’ The so-called Accusative of Specifica- 
tion, which, so far as it appears in Latin, is apparently a Grecism 
(§ 307), would be the least obvious development of the goa/- 
notion. Yet expressions like wmeros similis deo, lit. ‘like a god 
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as to the shoulders,’ may be explained as originally meaning 
‘looking to the shoulders,’ ‘as regards the shoulders,’ z.¢e. the 
shoulders are conceived as the thought limit to which the state- 
ment is referred. 


THE DATIVE. 


312. The Dative probably originally designated motion towards, 
motion tn the direction of. It was accordingly a localistic case. 
Some, however, as Delbriick, regard it as a grammatical case, and 
think that originally it was a mere sentence modifier, very much 
like the so-called Dative of Reference. But it is much more dif- 
ficult to develop the notion of direction from the force of the 
Dative as a sentence modifier than wce versa; Brugmann (Grie- 
chische Grammath,’ § 175) expresses the opinion that the notion 
of direction in the Dative is as old as the parent-speech ; if so, it 
seems simpler to assume this concreter meaning as the original 
one. In that case the poetical construction of the Dative to 
denote direction of motion (Gz. § 193) would represent the 
original meaning of the case. 


313. Dative of Indirect Object. — The Dative of Indirect Object 
is a very obvious development of the notion of advection, just as- 
sumed as the original meaning of the Dative case. Thus 402 hoc 
dico, ‘I tell you this,’ would originally have meant ‘I tell this in 
your direction’; so “di ignosco, ‘I pardon you’; ruina nodis 
impendet, ‘ruin threatens us.’ 


314. Indirect Object with Verbs signifying ‘ Favor,’ ‘Help,’ e#.— 
It is a common conception that the Latin is peculiar in con- 
struing many verbs of these meanings with the Dative; but this 
impression is erroneous, and largely due to the loss of inflections 
in English, whereby the original distinction between the Anglo- 
Saxon Dative and Accusative has become obliterated, so that the 
English ‘ Objective’ is commonly felt as an Accusative. 
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As a matter of fact many verbs of the category under consider- 
ation were intransitive in Anglo-Saxon and in Teutonic generally, 
and accordingly governed the Dative case. Modern German 
gives clear illustration of this. Cf ¢.g. ich glaube Ihnen, ich verzethe 
Ihnen, ich traue Ihnen, ich helfe Ihnen. Latin, therefore, does 
not differ from English and the other Teutonic languages in tak- 
ing the Dative with these verbs ; on the other hand there is a strik- 
ing agreement, when we come to examine the matter from the 
historical point of view. 


315. The Indirect Object with Compound Verbs. — It is a mis- 
conception to suppose that the mere fact of composition with 
certain prepositions was the occasion of the employment of the 
Dative case. Prepositions when prefixed to neuter verbs often 
essentially modify the previous character of the verb. Some- 
times they make the verb transitive (z.e. the verb becomes transi- 
tive), and it then governs the Accusative (¢.g. intre magistratum. 
Cf. Gr. 175. 2.@). More frequently a neuter verb, when com- 
pounded with a preposition, becomes only so far modified in 
meaning as to admit an indirect object, not a direct one, e.g. 
periculis incurrit, But the use of the Dative should be referred 
not to the fact of composition, but to the meaning of the verb. 
Least of all should the Dative be regarded as depending upon the 
preposition, — an error often propagated in the minds of elemen- 


tary pupils. 


316. The Dative of Reference is an outgrowth of the original 
notion of direction belonging to the Dative. It is a somewhat less 
obvious development than the Dative of Indirect Object, repre- 
senting as it does a somewhat weaker relation. Thus in a 
sentence like obis hostés in conspectum venerant, the Dative rep- 
resents the direction of the thought as a whole rather than of the 
action indicated by the verb. The name ‘Dative of Interest’ 
sometimes applied to this construction is somewhat narrower in 
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scope than ‘ Dative of Reference,’ and hence is less satisfactory. 
The subdivision of this construction into ‘ Dative of Advantage’ 
and ‘Dative of Disadvantage’ is quite useless. These designa- 
tions obscure the real character of the construction, calling atten- 
tion, as they do, to what is merely accidental. A division of the 
Accusative of Direct Object into ‘ Accusative of Advantage ’ and 
‘ Accusative of Disadvantage ’ would be equally justified. 


$17. The Ethical Dative.— This is simply a special phase of 
the Dative of Reference, and is entitled to recognition as a sepa- 
rate category only because it represents the Dative in its most 
attenuated force, — often, in fact, quite untranslatable. It is con- 
fined to the Personal Pronouns. 


318. Dative of Agency; Dative of Possession.— These are 
both developments of the Dative of Reference. Thus haec mihi 
agenda sunt originally meant ‘this is to be done and it is with 
reference me that this is true,’ z.¢. ‘I must do this.’ Similarly 
nobis sunt agri originally meant ‘there are lands, and it is of 
us that this is true,’ z.e. ‘we have lands.’ 


319. Dative of Purpose. — This, like the Dative of Indirect 
Object, is a perfectly obvious development of the original notion 
of direction belonging to the Dative. Thus veceptut canere, ‘to 
sound the signal for a retreat,’ was originally ‘to sound the signal 
in the direction of a retreat’; vet publicae cladi sunt similarly 
meant ‘they are in the direction of damage to the state.’ 


THE GENITIVE. 


320. The Genitive is best regarded as primarily an adnominal 
case, 7.€. as originally used with nouns to define their meaning 
more closely. It is therefore a grammatical, as opposed to a 
local, case. The use of the Genitive with verbs must be regarded 
as secondary, and as developed from its use with nouns by some 
association or analogy. 
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$21. Genitive with Nouns. — The special kind of closer deter- 
mination expressed by the Genitive, depends upon the context. 
There was no one type from which the others developed, but all 
of the varieties enumerated in Gr. § 195 (excepting the Genitive 
of Quality) are equally primitive. Most of these call for no 
special comment, but the Objective Genitive is noteworthy as 
exhibiting at times a wider extension of application than at first 
belonged to it. Theoretically the Objective Genitive is used only 
with verbal nouns whose corresponding verb governs the Accusa- 
tive. Thus amor patris corresponds to amare patrem, metus 
deorum to metuere deos, ett. But by an extension of usage we 
frequently find the Genitive used with nouns derived from verbs 
which govern other cases, and even from verbs which admit no 
case construction whatever. Typical examples are: consuetudo 
hominum, ‘intercourse with men’; excessus vitae, ‘departure 
from life’; iva praedae amissae, ‘anger on account of the loss 
of the booty’; a7genfi oratio, ‘talk about the money.’ These 
relations, however, are usually more accurately expressed by 
means of prepositions. 


322. Genitive of Quality. — This seems to have been of second- 
ary origin and to have developed from the Subjective Genitive. 
Thus homo magnae virlutis was probably originally ‘ Virtue’s 
man.’ In conformity with this origin, the Genitive of Quality 
regularly denotes a permanent quality, as opposed to the Ablative 
of Quality, which was primarily employed to designate qualities 
which were more or less “vanstfory. See § 345. 


323. Genitive with Adjectives. — This construction must be 
regarded as equally primitive with that of the Genitive with 
nouns. Cupidus laudis, for example, is just as original a construc- 
tion as cupiditas lauds. 

As regards the construction with sémz/'s, many fine-spun theories 
have been propounded to account for the difference between 
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similis with the Genitive and similis with the Dative. The dif- 
ference, however, is probably merely one of chronology and not 
of meaning. In the earliest Latin we find szmzis construed only 
with the Genitive. This is Plautus’s unvarying usage. Later the 
use of the Dative begins to creep in, doubtless after the analogy 
of par and similar words construed with the Dative, and as time 
goes on the Dative gains the supremacy more and more, until in 
Silver Latin the Genitive is comparatively rare. 


324. Genitive with Verbs. —If the Genitive was primarily an 
adnominal case, its use with verbs must be of secondary origin, 
and is due either to some analogy whereby the verb adopts the 
construction of a noun of kindred meaning, or else to the ellipsis 
of a governing word. 


325. Genitive with Memini, Reminiscor, Obliviscor. — With 
verbs of remembering the use of the Genitive apparently comes 
from associating the verb with memor. Thus memini was felt as 
memor sum. Obliviscor followed the analogy of its opposite, 
memini. Cf. English adifer with after the analogy of agree with. 


326. Genitive with Admoneo, c/.— Here the verb of remind- 
ing was probably felt as equivalent to akquem memorem reddere, 
and was construed with the Genitive on this principle. 


327. With Verbs of Judicial Action the Genitive is plausibly 
explained as resulting from an ellipsis of the governing word, 
crimine, judicio, nomine. Thus Verrem avaritiae coargutt is to 
be regarded as standing for Verrem avaritiae crimine coargutt; 
‘he convicts Verres on the charge of avarice.’ Occasionally cv1- 
mine was expressed, ¢.g. Tacitus, Annals, vi. 14. 2 cecidere conju- 
rationis crimine; ii. 44. 8 majestaths crimine reum. 

328. Genitive with Pudet, Paenitet, e#.— The Genitive here 
is held to depend upon the noun notion implied in the verb. 
Thus pudet suggests pudor,; paenitet, paeniientia; miseret, misert- 
cordia, ete. 
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329. Interest and Reéfert. — The Genitive here is probably the 
Subjective Genitive used predicatively, ic. patris interest rem 
Jamiliarem curare is quite analogous to patris est rem familiarem 
curare. For the Ablative Singular Feminine of the Possessive 
with réfert and interest, see § 349. 3. 


330. Genitive with Other Verbs. — With verbs of plenty and 
want, ¢.g. compleo, impleo, indigeo, the Genitive, where used, is 
employed after the analogy of its use with adjectives of plenty 
and want, thus compleo after plenus,; indigeo after egénus, etc. 
But with most verbs of this category the Ablative is the regular 
construction. oor when construed with the Genitive follows 
the analogy of pofens, ‘master of. 


THE ABLATIVE. 


381. The Ablative is a so-called syncretistic case, z.e. a case 
resulting from the fusion of more than one original case. The 
Ablative represents three original Indo-European cases, vz. the 
true Ablative or /rom-case, the Instrumental or wéth-case, and 
the Locative or zz-case. Evidences of the fusion referred to are 
found both in the forms and in the functions of the so-called 
Ablative. 

a) Forms: Only a portion of the forms designated as Ablative 
are historically such. Thus in @-stems the Ablative Singular is a 
true Ablative (¢.g. porta, for portad; § 118). In the Plural of 
a-stems the so-called Ablative is probably an Instrumental, — 
possibly a Locative (§ 122). The same is true of d-stems as of 
a-stems. In Consonant stems the Ablative Singular in -e (e.g. 
mwuite) is either an Instrumental or a Locative (§ 141), while the 
Plural ending -zbus is a true Ablative. In the -7-, -@-, and -é-stems 
both the Ablative Singular and the Ablative Plural are true Ablatives. 

b) Functions: The triple function of the so-called Ablative 
also points clearly to a triple origin of the case. Thus we find 
Jrom-uses, with-uses, and in-uses (the last much rarer than the 


180 Syntax. 


others) side by side. Notions so radically distinct could hardly 
have developed from a single original case. 

By the Romans, of course, the Ablative was felt as a single case. 
They were totally ignorant of its syncretistic origin, although they 
recognized its great diversity of function. 


332. Causes of Syncretism in the Latin Ablative.— The causes 
leading to syncretism in the Ablative were of twofold nature : 

a) In the first place certain Ablative, Locative, and Instru- 
mental formations, originally distinct, came to be identical in 
form. Thus in consonant stems the original Locative ended in -?, 
the Instrumental in -@. But by phonetic laws -? and -@ both 
became -é Thus an original *z/¢-2 and an original *m2/zt-a 
both became mz/r¢-é. Similarly in the Ablative Plural of @- and 
6-stems -is (for *-ais, *-d7s ; § 122) may possibly represent both 
a Locative and an Instrumental formation. So probably some 
other formations. 

6) In the second place the Locative, Ablative, and Instru- 
mental cases, in spite of their radical differences of meaning, 
naturally possessed certain points of contact. Thus agua lavare 
might have meant originally either ‘to wash with water’ or ‘to 
wash in water,’ z.¢. might be expressed either by the Instrumental 
or the Locative. Similarly egvo veht might mean ‘to be borne on 
a horse’ or ‘by a horse’; onus umero sustinet, ‘he bears the 
load on his shoulder’ or ‘with his shoulder’; carvis ventunt, 
‘they come with carts’ or ‘on carts,’ etc. These examples all 
show points of contact between the Locative and Instrumental. 
The Ablative and Instrumental also have certain points of contact. 
Thus 7v@ ardere might mean either ‘to burn with anger’ or ‘ frgm 
anger’; dacte vivunt might mean either ‘they live from milk’ or 
‘by milk,’ etc. Points of contact between Locative and Ablative 
are naturally much less frequent, yet such English expressions as 
‘to receive at the hands of’ and ‘from the hands of,’ show that 
even here contact was possible. 


The Ablative. 181 


Ablative, Instrumental, and Locative, therefore, to a certain 
extent occupied common ground in the field of thought, and this 
circumstance, coupled with certain outward resemblances in form, 
ultimately led in Latin to a complete fusion of the three and to 
the establishment of a single syncretistic case, — the Ablative. 


Genuine Ablative Uses. 


333. The true Ablative designated dissociation or the point of 
departure. When the dissociation is external, we call the con- 
struction Ablative of Separation ; when the dissociation is internal, 
we Call it Ablative of Source, a construction which in prose is con- 
fined to narrow limits. The Ablative of Agency is also a develop- 
ment of the true Ablative, the agent being conceived as the source 
from which the action emanates; ¢.g. in @ Caesare accusatus est 
the action was primarily conceived as emanating from Caesar as 
its source. 


334. Ablative of Comparison. — This construction also reveals 
the original conception of point of departure. Thus melle dulcior 
primarily meant ‘sweeter, reckoning from honey as the standard,’ 
and so in similar expressions. An examination of Cicero’s orations 
shows that in this writer the Ablative of Comparison is mainly 
restricted to negative sentences, to interrogative sentences imply- 
ing a negative, and to a few stock phrases such as /éce clarius, 
latius opinione, etc. 

When plus, minus, longius, and amplius are used as the 
equivalents of plus guam, minus quam, etc., the plis, minus, etc., 
were probably originally appositional. Thus amplius viginti urbves 
incenduntur originally meant ‘twenty cities, (aye) more were 
fired.’ This explanation, of course, involves the assumption that 
originally a different order of the words existed in sentences of 
this type, ¢.g. viginti urbes, amplius, incenduntur, and this assump- 
tion is borne out by the repeated occurrence of this order, e.g. 
Tac. Ann. xii. 43 guindecim dierum alimenta, non amplius, ‘food 
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for fifteen days, not more’; Livy xxix. 32. 5 cum quinquaginta, 
haud amplius, equitibus, ‘with fifty horsemen, no more.’ 


Instrumental Uses of the Ablative. 


$35. The.Instrumental was primarily the case of association or 
with-case. , 


336. Ablative of Accompaniment. — This is logically one of the 
first and most obvious developments of the sociative idea. ‘The 
construction is not frequent, however, being confined mainly to 
military expressions. Gyr. 222. 1. 


337. Ablative of Association. — Besides the idea of accompani- 
ment (which strictly applies only to persons in connection with a 
verb of motion) the Ablative also sometimes denotes association. 
This construction was never common in Latin, yet it should be 
recognized in a limited set of expressions ; thus with jungere, con- 
jungere, miscere, mutare, permutare, assuetus, eg. hbido scelere 
juncta, ‘lust joined with crime’; mella vino miscére, ‘to mix 
honey with wine’; dclum agricultura permitant, ‘they exchange 
war for farming’; assuetus labore, ‘accustomed to toil’ (lit. 
‘familiarized with toil’). In all of these expressions and in some 
others of less frequent occurrence, it seems better to recognize the 
primitive sociative force of the Instrumental, rather than the Ab- 
lative of Means, as is done in Gr. § 218.5; 7. 


338. Ablative of Attendant Circumstance (Delbriick’s ‘ Instru- 
mentalis der Begleitenden Umstande’; Vergleichende Syntax, 
§ 105).—This construction also is a direct outgrowth of the 
sociative idea inherent in the Instrumental. Thus da? soniti 
magno stragem means ‘occasions destruction in connection with 
aloud crashing’; emo mea funera fletu faxit, ‘let no one cele- 
brate my obsequies with weeping’ ; exstinguitur ingenti lucté, ‘he 
dies under circumstances of great sorrow,’ et. 
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339. The Ablative of Manner is another obvious development of 
the sociative idea, Thus in magna gravitate loquitur, ‘he speaks 
with great impressiveness,’ the ‘impressiveness’ was primarily 
conceived as an accompanying feature of the speaking. ‘ Man- 
ner’ differs from ‘Attendant Circumstance’ in that it is regularly 
restricted to abstract words, e.g. celeritate, virtute, dignitate, etc. 


340. Ablative of Accordance. — The construction treated under 
Ablative of Manner in Gr. § 220. 3, viz. suis moribus, mea sen- 
tentia, etc., seems to be closely connected both with Manner on 
the one hand and Attendant Circumstance on the other. The 
type is so definite and pronounced that it deserves clear recogni- 
tion in our Latin teaching. Another excellent example of the 
construction is seen in Cic. de Sen. 3, pares autem vetere prover- 
bio cum paribus facilliimé congregantur, ‘according to the old 
proverb, “ birds of a feather flock together.”’ 


341. Ablative of Means. — The notion of Means is an out- 
growth of the idea of Association. ‘Thus, hostem telo percussit is 
primarily ‘he smote his foe (in connection) with a spear.’ Out 
of this sociative idea the notion of means or instrument developed 
secondarily. Yet there are few instances of the Ablative of Means 
in which traces of the sociative notion are not apparent, and in 
some cases this idea is very prominent, ¢.g. pila ludere, ‘to play 
(with a) ball’; deos precibus adorare, ‘to worship the gods with 
prayers.’ 

1. With wttor, fruor, fungor, potior, vescor, the Ablative of 
Means is a natural result of the Middle, z.c. reflexive, use of these 
verbs, ‘ benefit one’s self,’ ‘ enjoy one’s self,’ e¢c. 

2. With opus est the Ablative is a secondary construction after 
the analogy of Zsus est with the Ablative. In dsus est aliqua re, 
‘there is need of something,’ the Ablative was originally one of 
Means, lit. ‘ there is service by means of something.’ From the 
notion of wse the notion of weed arose secondarily. Cf German 
ich brauche etwas, ‘I need something,’ as an outgrowth of the 
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earlier meaning, ‘I use something.’ Besides the use of wsus est 
with the Ablative, we find w#sus used predicatively, e.g. hoc usus 
est, ‘this is necessary.’ Now in the case of opus, the predicate 
construction was probably the earlier; opus is best taken as the 
Genitive of ops, ‘help, service.’ The formation would then be a 
relic of Genitives of the type of xominus, necessus, etc. (§ 138). 
At the outset hoc opus est meant ‘this is of service,’ secondarily 
‘this is necessary.’ Early Latin exhibits many instances of this 
predicative use of opus in its original meaning, ‘ of service,’ and 
the same force is noticeable at times in Cicero (eg. de Or. ii. 
296), Livy (e.g. xlilil. 19. 4), and later writers. The construction 
opus est aligua re seems to be historically later than the predicate 
construction, and to have developed after the analogy of asus est 
aligua ré. It is in view of this theory of the origin of the con- 
struction that it has been classed in the Gr. as a subdivision of 
the Ablative of Means. | 

3. With contin€ri, cOnsistere, constare, consist of, be composed 
of, the Ablative was probably originally one of Means. Such is 
the view of Ebrard, de Ablatvi, Locatvt, Instrumentals usu, p. 
645. Kiihner and Roby also give this explanation for cons/are 
and consistere; continert they explain as a Locative use. But all 
three words originally had the same meaning, ‘hold together, be 
held together,’ and it Seems unnecessary to adopt different expla- 
nations for the separate verbs. Some scholars regard the Abla- 
tive with all three verbs as a true Ablative usage. This view is 
based upon the occurrence of ex with the Ablative with constare. 
But prepositions are a very uncertain guide in such matters. 
Often more than one case relation is possible with thc same verb ; 
and often a verb in its developed meaning takes a different con- 
struction from that which it originally had. See Delbriick, 
Vergleichende Syntax, p. 230. 

4. Quid hoc homine facias; quid mé fiet? Delbriick in his 
Ablatvus, Localis, Instrumentals, p. 17 (published in 1867), 
explained the case in expressions of this type as a true Ablative 
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Ebrard’s collections for early Latin, however, showed that the con- 
struction was rather Instrumental in origin, and Delbriick now 
( Vergleichende Syntax, p. 248) adopts this view. 

5. Ablative of the Way by which. — This construction seems 
to be one of considerable antiquity, and deserves recognition as 
an independent type of the Instrumental. It appears not only in 
Latin, but in several other Indo-European languages. _ Illustra- 
tions for Latin are: uf jugis Octogesam perveniret, ‘that he might 
reach Octogesa by way of the mountains’ ; fortis erumpunt, fru- 
mentum quod flimine Arart subvexerat. 


342. Ablative of Cause. — Cause is sometimes referred to the 
true Ablative for its origin. In accordance with this theory 77a 
ardere meant originally ‘to burn from anger.’ The Sanskrit often 
employs the Ablative in this way. On the other hand an Instru- 
mental origin is equally conceivable. Cf such English expres- 
sions as burn with anger, howl with pain, leap with joy, green 
with envy, the Sanskrit employs the Instrumental as well as 
the Ablative to denote this relation. Other Indo-European lan- 
guages also use the Instrumental to denote Cause. While it is 
impossible to prove that Cause has developed exclusively from 
the Instrumental conception, yet it is likely that this case has at 
least had the greater share in propagating the construction ; such 
is now the opinion of Delbriick (Vergleichende Syntax, § 126). 
Cf. also Kiihner, Ausfihrliche Grammatth, ii. p. 291. 


348. Ablative of Degree of Difference. — This seems an out- 
growth of the Ablative of Means; 7.¢e. Zuo dié longiorem mensem 
Jaciunt meant primarily ‘they make the month longer by means 
of one day,’ and so on. 


344. Ablative of Price. — Price was in its origin a develop- 
ment of the Means notion. At the outset, the construction must 
have been confined to verbs of duying, e.g. pucllam viginti minis 
emit, ‘he bought the girl by means of twenty minae.’ With verbs 
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of se/iing the price was not strictly the means of selling; but 
after the analogy of verbs of duying, such verbs early came to 
take the Ablative construction. A still further extension of the 
construction is seen in its application to verbs of costing, being 
worth, etc., and also to the adjectives vi#s, ‘cheap’; carus, 
‘dear,’ ‘too dear,’ eg. AS sex milibus constat, ‘it costs 6000 
sesterces’; asse carum, ‘dear at a farthing.’ 

The use of ¢anti, quanti, pluris, minoris with verbs of buying 
and se//ing is the result of a transference of the Genitive of Value 
(Gr. § 203. 3) from verbs of valuing, estimating, etc., to verbs of 
buying and selling. Such a transition is psychologically easy. C/ 
our English J wouldn't give a penny for that (a phrase of duying) 
in the sense of / don’t value that ata penny. 


345. The Ablative of Quality is an obvious outgrowth of the 
sociative force of the Instrumental case. Thus in a sentence like 
serpens immani corpore incedit, the original idea was ‘the serpent 
moves on with its huge body,’ as though the body were a distinct 
accompaniment of the serpent. But in course of time the Abla- 
tive in such cases came to be felt as a modifier of the noun. In 
this way such expressions as acerba tuéns tmmani corpore serpens 
became possible. Here the phrase tmmdani corpore can be con- 
ceived only as an Ablative of Quality, limiting sezpens, it cannot 
be associated with the verb as in the first example. 

In conformity with its origin, the Ablative of Quality primarily 
denotes more ‘or less transitory qualities. Qualities which are the 
mere outward accompaniment of an action are naturally not per- 
manent. The observation sometimes made that the Genitive 
denotes zzterna/l qualities, whereas the Ablative primarily denotes 
external ones, is not sufficiently exact. In the phrase hortatur 
ut bono animo sini, ‘he urges them to be of good courage,’ the 
quality is internal; yet the Genitive could not here be used ; for 
while the quality is internal, it is transitory. On the other hand, 
‘a man of high purpose’ is in Latin wr magni animi, since a per- 
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manent and not a passing quality is intended. By an extension 
of usage the Ablative is sometimes employed, where ambiguity 
would not result, to indicate permanent characteristics ; but the 
Genitive is not used to denote temporary qualities. Thus physi- 
cal and bodily characteristics, as belonging to this latter class, are 
regularly designated by the Ablative. 


346. Ablative of Specification.— This seems to be a develop- 
ment of the sociative force of the Instrumental. Thus Aeveni 
virtute praecedunt meant originally ‘the Helvetii with their valor 
are superior’; so pede claudus, ‘lame with his foot.’ The Means 
conception may also have assisted in the propagation of the 
construction. 


347. Ablative Absolute.— The Ablative Absolute construction 
is an outgrowth of the sociative force of the Instrumental. Thus 
in Plaut. Zrin. Prol. 13 rem paternam mé adjutrice perdidit, the 
sense is: ‘he lost his property (in connection) with me helping 
him’; so frequently me judice, ‘with me as judge’; ¢é praesente, 
‘with you present.’ Cf further scissa@ veste, passis capillis, ‘with 
clothes torn, and hair dishevelled.’ At first the Ablative in such 
phrases modified the verb of the sentence, but ultimately the 
original construction was lost sight of, and the phrase as a whole 
came to be felt as a kind of loose modifier of the rest of the sen- 
tence (Ablative Absolute). 

- Others have regarded the Ablative Absolute as a Locative 
development. This theory was suggested by the fact that the 
Locative is the case absolute in Sansknt. ‘That fact, however, 
would be of little significance for Latin unless it can be shown that 
the Locative was the case absolute in the Indo-European parent- 
speech. But there is nothing to show that such was the case. 
In fact each language seems to have developed its own case 
absolute. In Sanskrit we have the Locative, in Greek the Geni- 
tive and Accusative ; in Gothic there are traces of the Dative ; 
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modern German employs the Accusative. As regards Latin, 
therefore, there is no anterior probability in favor of any particu- 
lar case. The question is simply one of evidence, and the evi- 
dence points to an Instrumental rather than to a Locative origin. 
Those who advocate a Locative origin are forced to find the 
beginnings of the construction in the temporal force of the Loca- 
tive, e.g. Servio regnanée, ‘in the time of Servius reigning’; dela 
confecto, ‘at the time of the war having been finished,” e/. But 
this explanation seems much less natural than the former. 

Another theory, that of Bombe (De Adlatvo Absoluto, Greifs- 
wald, 1877), refers the Ablative Absolute to the true Ablative 
for its origin. Bombe explains Je//0 confecto, etc., as ‘after the 
war having been finished.’ But no such use of the true Abla- 
tive to denote Ame after which is known for Latin. Moreover, if 
Bombe’s theory were true, we should expect a predominance of 
time-words in the early history of the construction; but no such 
predominance is found to exist. 


Locative Uses of the Ablative. 


348. The Locative seems to have originally designated the 
space im or within which something is done. From this meaning 
the notions a7, om subsequently developed (Delbriick, Vergle:- 
chende Syntax, p. 183). The Locative uses of the Ablative natu- 
rally fall into two classes: Place Relations and Time Relations. 


349. Place Relations.—These may be either 4vera/ or figurative. 

1. In its literal force the Locative may mean: 

a) ‘in,’ as premit altum corde dolorem. 

b) ‘on,’ as pharetram fert umero. 

c) ‘by,’ ‘near,’ as Jitore curvo exstruimus toros. This last 
appears to be rare. 

The preposition, however, is usually necessary to express these 
relations, except in poetry and late prose, and in the classes of 
words specified in Gr. § 228. 1. 
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Some recognize a Locative use in fenére sé castris, aliquem fecto 
recipere, pugna vincere,; but all of these easily admit interpreta- 
tion as Instrumental usages, and in the phrase conquer in battle, 
it is significant that the Sanskrit regularly employs the Instru- 
mental case. 

2. In figurative uses the Locative function of the Ablative is 
restricted to very narrow limits. Here belong, however, a few 
phrases such as animis pendent, lit. ‘they are in suspense in their 
minds’ (cf the Singular animi in animi pendére) ; stare promissis, 
‘to stand by one’s promises’; stare conventis ; manére promissis. 
In his Adlatvus, Instrumentalis, Localis (1867), p. 39, Delbriick 
formerly pronounced in favor of recognizing a Locative usage 
in connection with glorior, délector. But now in his Vergletchende 
Syntax, p. 253, this scholar regards the construction as Instru- 
mental in origin. The same explanation is also to be preferred 
for laetor, gaudeo, ete. Similarly with fzdo and confido an Instru- 
mental origin is the more probable, inasmuch as we find this case 
used in Slavic with verbs of “rusting. 

3- Réfert and Interest.— The Ablative Singular Feminine of 
the Possessive with vé/er¢ originally limited the 7é (Ablative of 7és, 
‘thing ’) of vefert. If the construction was Locative in origin, mea 
réfert may have originally meant ‘it bears towards my affair’ (Goal 
Locative ; § 351), z.e. ‘it concerns me.’ The use of the Ablative 
Singular Feminine of the Possessive with zzéevest is of secondary 
origin, being modelled on the construction with 7é/er¢ in conse- 
quence of similarity of meaning. Some regard mea refert as 
equivalent to ex mea re fert; mea ré has also been explained as 
a stereotyped Dative (§§ 86.4; 174), and even as a Nominative. 


350. Time Relations. — The transference of the Locative from 
space relations to relations of time is easy and natural. In this 
way arose the notions of time a¢ which and within which. The 
use of the Ablative to denote duration of time, which occurs with 
some little frequency in the best prose of all periods, eg. Caesar, 
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B. G.1. 26. §, eaque tola nocte continenter icrunt, is probably not 
a development of the Ame within which, but is rather to be 
referred to an Instrumental origin. This use of the Instrumental 
to denote duration of time would correspond to the use of the 
Instrumental to denote the way by which (§ 341.5). 


351. Locative of the Goal. — Sanskrit and Greek both exhibit 
a goal use of the Locative. This is the result of extending to 
verbs of moon a conception primarily belonging only to verbs of 
rest. Cf. in English he went among the Indians, after he ts among 
the Indians, "Examples in Latin are confined chiefly to the archaic 
period. Thus, foro ponit (Ennius); loco collocare (Lucilius) ; 
certa parte reponunt (Lucretius). Genuine Locative formations, 
humi, domi, etc., also occur in this sense, ¢.g. domi adveniens. 


Surviving Locative Forms. 


352. All the genuine Locative formations in common use are 
enumerated in Gr. § 232. Beside these we should probably rec- 
ognize the Locative of an w-stem in noctu, and (by association with 
noctu) in diu. On até, as the Locative of aes in such expres- 
sions as guarti die, postridié (for postert die), see § 256. 1. 
Plural formations in -zs from @- and d-stems are more safely 
regarded as Instrumentals which have taken on all the functions 
of the Ablative, Locative included. Plurals in -idus of the Third 
Declension are certainly Ablative in form. Formations in -e of 
the Third Declension, ¢g. Su/mone, may (possibly) be original 
Locatives, or they may be Instrumentals ; § 141. 


THE MOODS. 
THE SUBJUNCTIVE. 

353. The Latin Subjunctive is the result of a fusion of two 
original moods of the Indo-European parent-speech, the Subjunc- 
tive and the Optative. Greek and Sanskrit kept these distinct 
from each other, but in Latin they early became merged in a 
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single mood endowed with the characteristic meaning of each. 
’ The following table indicates the origin of the different formations 
appearing in the so-called Subjunctive : | 


SuBJUNCTIVE Fors. OprraTive Forms. 
1. All regular Presents, eg. amem, I. Presents in -2, ¢.2. Sim, possim, 
 moneam, regam, audiam ,; §§ 221 f. nolim, malim, velim, edim, duim; 
2. All Imperfects, ¢.g. essem, amarem, § 218. | 
monéerem, etc. ; § 222. 3. 2. All Perfects, ey. viderim, amave- 
3. All Pluperfects, ¢.¢. amavissem, dt- vim, etc.; § 219. 


xissem, ett.; § 222.4. 


354. Original Force of the Subjunctive. —The Indo-European 
Subjunctive exhibits two meanings which seem to have been the 
source of all others: | 

a) The Subjunctive expresses the will of the speaker, ¢.g. surgat 
= ‘I will him to rise,’ #.¢. ‘let him rise.’ This use implies a cer- 
tain power or authority on the part of the speaker, #.¢. he is repre- 
sented as willing something over which he has control or volition ; 
hence the name ‘ Volitive’ has been given to characterize this 
use of the mood. 7 | 

5) Alongside of this Volitive notion, the Indo-European Sub- 
junctive also possessed a second force, —that of futurity. The 
Greek, particularly of the Homeric dialect, frequently exhibits 
this Future force of the Subjunctive ; but it is uncertain whether 
we should recognize it in Latin. In Latin the Subjunctive has a 
pure Future force only in subordinate clauses, and this may be 
traced to a different origin. Yet it should be borne in mind that 
the so-called Future evo was in reality a Present Subjunctive 
(§ 205. 3); also audiam, regam, etc.,; while the so-called Future 
Perfect is an Aorist Subjunctive (§ 216). All of these formations 
bear witness to a Future force as having once existed in the Latin 
Subjunctive. 

The connection of meaning between the Future force and the 
Volitive force of the Indo-European Subjunctive is much closer 
than might at first appear. Thus the English he’s fo go clearly 
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stands on the border line between the two meanings, and may 
be interpreted either as Volitive, = ¢ him go, or as Future, = he 
will go. 


355. Original Force of the Optative. — Here we note two dif- 
ferent, but closely related meanings, as in the case of the Sub- 
junctive. Thus: 

a) The Optative is used to express an act as wished for by the 
speaker, ¢.g. veniat, ‘may he come!’ The element of power, 
authority, and volition which characterizes the corresponding use 
of the Subjunctive is lacking here. 

6) Alongside of the notion of wishing, we find both in Greek 
and in Latin another notion, zz. that of a contingent futurity, e.g. 
aliguis dicat, ‘some one may say.’ This is obviously a weaker 
type of Future than that belonging to the Subjunctive (in Greek), 
just as in its meaning of weshing the Optative a weaker 
phase of thought than the Subjunctive. 


356. It will be observed that the notion of /usurity expressed 
by the Subjunctive is related to the notion of welding expressed 
by the same mood as the objective to the subjective. Thus 
when I employ szzgaz¢ in its Volitive force the thought is expressed 
with reference to myself (subjective) = ‘he’s to stand up, and 
at my bidding,’ ¢.¢e. ‘let him stand up.’ But sxrgaf in its Fut- 
ure sense (assuming theoretically that this use once belonged 
to Latin) is used without reference to me (objective) ,= “he’s to 
stand up, and I have nothing to do with it,’ z.e. ‘he’s going to 
stand up,’ ‘ will stand up.’ 

So also in the case of the Optative. Dicat algquts as a wish, in 
the sense ‘May some one say’ is subjective, z.¢. it 1s conceived 
with reference to me; but a@dguis dicat, ‘some one may say,’ is 
objective, z.¢. is conceived as outside of, and apart from, me. 

The two meanings, therefore, which we discover in the Subjunc- 
tive and Optative are in reality in each instance simply two phases 
(the subjective and the objective) of the same thought. 
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357. The so-called Latin Subjunctive, as an amalgamation 
of the original Indo-European Subjunctive and Optative, might 
naturally be expected to exhibit all four of the original significa- 
tions, vz. ; 

Volitive 

Pure Future 
Optative 
Contingent Future 


\ Indo-European Subjunctive. 
\ Indo-European Optative. 


As a matter of fact it represents with certainty only three of 
them, zz. the Volitive, Optative, and Contingent Future; and 
from these three primary uses areto be derived all existing Sub- 
junctive constructions in Latin, not only in principal, but also in 
subordinate, clauses. 

The absehce of the Pure Future use of the Subjunctive in 
Latin may be accounted for by the fact that the Subjunctive in 
that use early came to be felt as Indicative, and as a result various 
Subjunctive formations actually became Indicatives, ero, audiam, 
videro, etc. (§§ 205. 2, 3; 216). This transition to the Indicative 
of those Subjunctive forms which possessed the Pure Future force 
- naturally resulted in the restriction of the remaining forms to the 
Volitive use. 


CLASSIFICATION OF SUBJUNCTIVE USES. 
SUBJUNCTIVE IN PRINCIPAL CLAUSES. 
A. Original Uses. 


358. 1. Volitive Subjunctive. 
a) Jussive, expressing a command. This use is found : 

1) In the Third Singular and Third Plural of the Present 
tense, ¢.g. doguatur, ‘let him speak’ ; doguantur, ‘let them 
speak.” 

2) In the Second Singular Present, often with indefinite 
force, but not necessarily so. An example is “/are virt- 
bus, use your strength,’ z.e. ‘let a man use his strength’ 
(indefinite). 
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5) Of determined resolution. This rare usage is confined to 
the Present First Singular, ¢.g. Terence, Hautontimorumenos 273 
mané: hoc quod cocpi primum enarrem, ‘wait! I’m bound first 
to finish telling what I began.’ 

c) Hortatory. This is confined to the Present First Plural, 
and is a mingling of @) and 4), e.g. loguamur, ‘let us speak,’ z.¢. 
‘I’m bound to speak, and do you speak.’ 

d) Prohibitive. The earlier theory as to the Prohibitive was 
that the Second Singular Perfect was employed of a definite 
Second Person, while the Second Singular Present had a general 
(or indefinite) force. This view has been shown to be false by 
the exhaustive examination of the subject by Elmer, American 
Journal of Philology, 1894, No. 3. Elmer’s investigation has 
shown that neither construction is at all frequent in classical prose, 
and that the real difference of force between the two construc- 
tions is that stated in Gr. § 276. 

¢) Deliberative. This occurs in afirmatve questions often 
implying doubt, indignation, et., e.g. guid factamus, ‘what are 
we to do!’ ‘what can we do!’ It seems natural to explain this 
as originally ‘we are to do,—what?’ ‘you want us to do,— 
what?’ Cf. the colloquial English, what Z?’s do? for a similar 
oevelopment of a Volitive phrase to an interrogative form. 

For derived uses of the Deliberative, see § 363. 

J) Volitive clauses with concessive force, ¢.g. 2@ sit maximum 
malum dolor, malum certé est, ‘granting that pain is not the 
greatest evil, it at least is an evil,’ lit. ‘let not pain,’ ed. 

g) Volitive clauses of proviso, ¢.g. moderato virium adstt, né 
tlle desideri0 virium non tenebitur, ‘provided there be a moderate 
degree of strength, surely a man will not feel the lack of strength,’ 
lit. ‘let there be a moderate degree,’ ez. 

Some scholars attribute the last two uses to the Optative force 
of the Subjunctive, but the notion of will and authority regularly 
present in such clauses seems too strong to admit of that 
interpretation. 


The Subjunctive. | 195 


359. Optative Subjunctive.— The original use of the Optative 
is to denote a wish. This usage is mostly confined to the Third 
Plural of the Present, ¢.g. sint felices, ‘may they be happy.’ 


360. Subjunctive of Contingent Futurity. — This corresponds 
to the second of the two meanings of the Indo-European Optative 
(§ 355. 4). From this general notion have developed the follow- 
ing special uses : 

a) Subjunctive of Pure Possibility, ¢.g. aguis dicat, algquis 
adixerit, ‘some one may say.’ This is the most obvious develop- 
ment of the notion of contingent futurity, but it is rare, being con- 
fined chiefly to phrases of the type cited in the above examples. 
As regards the use of tenses, it has been suggested that the Perfect 
(originally Aorist; § 219) lays stress upon the accomplishment 
of the act, while the Present calls attention to its progress. 

6) Where some condition is implied or expressed, e.g. veiim, 
‘TI should wish,’ z.e. ‘if I were to have my way’; dicas, ‘ you would 
say,’ #.¢. ‘if you should have occasion to express an opinion.’ 
This use occurs also particularly in the First Singular of the Per- 
fect (Aorist, § 219), ¢.g. @ixerim, ‘I should say’; crédiderim, ‘I 
should believe.’ Where the condition is expressed, we get a 
Conditional Sentence of the Second Type (Gr. § 303), ¢.g. lacée- 
ris, st veniat, ‘you would rejoice, if he should come.’ 

The name Potential is usually given to the Subjunctives cited 
under a) and 4) ; but this name is somewhat inexact ; see § 366. 


B. Derived Uses. 


361. The uses here enumerated are secondary developments 
from those cited above in §§ 358 ff. 


362. Extension of the Jussive. — Corresponding to the Jussive 
loquatur there developed an Imperfect use, ¢.g. dogueretur, in the 
sense ‘he was to speak,’ z.e. ‘he should have spoken.’ This use 
is manifestly a derived one, since one cannot now will a person 
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to have done in the past what he obviously has failed to do. An 
expression like oguerétur, therefore, must have been formed after 
the analogy of oguatur. The Pluperfect Subjunctive also occurs 
in this sense, ¢.g. eum imitatus esses, ‘you ought to have imitated 
him.’ The Volitive character of these expressions is shown by the 
fact that the negative is regularly é, ¢.g. né poposcisses, ‘you 
ought not to have asked.’ 


363. Extensions of the Deliberative.—«) Corresponding to 
the Deliberative use of the Present Subjunctive, e.g. guid faciamus, 
‘what are we to do?’ we have secondarily guzd faceremus, ‘ what 
were we to do!’ ‘what could we do!’ This usage is just as ob- 
viously secondary, as is dogueretur cited above in § 362. 

6) Similarly all negative Deliberatives are of secondary origin. 
For if cur ventamus be explained as ‘we are to come, — why !’ 
then in negative sentences of this kind we should expect é as the 
negative, if the sentence be originally Volitive. As a matter of fact 
the negative is regularly “0”, and this circumstance shows that 
the Volitive origin had been lost sight of at the time the negative 
Deliberative came into existence, 7.e. negative Deliberative sen- 
tences are a secondary development from the affirmative type, not 
a direct development from the Volitive itself. 


$64. Extension of the Concessive Volitive. — Corresponding to 
né sind vires in senectu/e, ‘granting that there is not strength in old 
age,’ we find the Perfect Subjunctive used with concessive force, 
e.g. fuerit aliis, tibi quando esse coepit? ‘ granted that he was such 
to others, when did he begin to be so to you?’ 

It is obvious that this use is secondary, since a volition or act of 
willing cannot refer to the past. The use of the Perfect could 
have come into existence only after the concessive use of the 
Present had become a well-established idiom. 


365. Extension of the Optative. — The use of the Imperfect 
and Pluperfect Subjunctive in expressions like wtnam tu valeres, 
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utinam adfuissés, is also secondary. For if the primary force of 
the Optative was to denote a wish, it must have looked forward to 
the future ; hence its employment with reference to the present 
and the past must be a derived usage, after the analogy of sint 
felicés, ete. 

The Imperfect and Pluperfect Subjunctive, in expressions like 
those cited above, do not strictly express a wish, but rather a 
regret at the present non-existence or the previous non-occurrence 
of something. 


366. Extensions of the Subjunctive of Contingent Futurity. — 
There are two derived uses : 

a) The Present 2d Singular in the sense ‘you can, one can,’ 
tg. videds, ‘you can see.’ In its origin, the Subjunctive of the 
Contingent Future denoted mere objective possibility, ¢.g. dicas 
= ‘there’s a possibility, you will say,’ ‘you may say.’ In the 
derived usage this objective possibility becomes subjective, — 
‘you may’ becomes ‘you can.’ Strictly speaking, only the second 
of these is Potential. For potentiality involves capacity and con- 
trol, which mere possibility does not. 

6) The 2d Singular Imperfect. This is restricted to narrow 
limits, being found chiefly in such expressions as wderes, ‘one 
could see’; cerneres, ‘one could observe’; crederes, ‘one could 
believe.’ The usage is an extension of a2) above, and, like that, is 
Potential in the strict sense of that term. 


SUBJUNCTIVE IN DEPENDENT CLAUSES. 


367. Parataxis and Hypotaxis.— In the earlier stages of lan- 
guage there were no subordinate clauses. Sentences were joined 
by co-ordination. For example, an independent use of the Indic- 
ative was followed by an independent use of the Subjunctive, or by 
another Indicative without any conjunction, ¢.g. e0s moneo, dest- 
nant, lit. ‘I warn them, let them cease.’ In course of time in such 
combinations the one clause came to be felt as subordinate, and 
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to be introduced by various connecting particles (‘ subordinate 
conjunctions’). The stage of co-ordination is called Parataxis ; 
that of subordination, Hypotaxis. In Latin the paratactc form 
of expression often survives, even when the Ayfotactic relation 
has become clearly developed. This is especially noticeable in 
the early and colloquial language, but is found also in the best 
prose in certain categories of expression; see, for example, § 385. 

All uses of the Subjunctive in subordinate clauses are naturally 
derived uses. 


Subjunctive of Purpose. 


368. 1. The Subjunctive clause of Purpose is introduced by x#, 
né, quo, qui, and Relative Adverbs. It was probably Jussive in 
Origin, ¢.g. “b1 do pecuniam ut panem emas originally meant ‘ I 
give you money; just purchase bread.’ The original force of w¢ 
here is somewhat uncertain. Probably it was a weak, Indefinite 
adverb meaning ‘somehow,’ ‘just.’ Cf. wt in ut pereat, ‘may he 
just perish,’ w4-nam in utinam veniat, ‘may he just come!’ This 
Indefinite force of z¢ bears the same relation to the Interrogative 
and Relative meanings ‘how?’ and ‘as’ of the same word, as the 
Indefinite guzs bears to the Interrogative guzs and the Relative gui. 

In course of time the w/clause came to be felt as subordinate 
to the other, and w¢ from being an adverb came to be felt as a sub- 
ordinate conjunction. In this way arose the purpose clause with #4. 
t 2. Negative clauses of purpose introduced by #é were quite 
analogous in origin to those introduced by #4. Thus 447 obsto ne 
intres probably meant originally ‘I stand in your way ; don’t come 
in!’ Ultimately this Parataxis developed into Hypotaxis. 

3. Quo as an Ablative of Degree of Difference is regularly con- 
fined to use in connection with comparatives. The Subjunctive 
with guo arises in the same way as with other relatives. See 4. 

4. Qui, quae, etc., in relative clauses of purpose had practically 
a demonstrative force, e.g. “bi librum do quem legas, ‘I give youa 
book to read,’ originally meant ‘I give you a book; read it!’ 
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5. Relative Clauses with dignus, indignus, and idoneus have 
been classified in Gr. § 282. 3 under Relative Clauses of Purpose. 
This has been done partly on account of the meaning of such 
clauses, partly in view of the other constructions found with dig- 
nus, idoneus, etc. As regards the meaning of the relative clause 
with dignus, indignus, tdoneus, it seems impossible to separate a 
sentence like dat mihi surculos quos seram, ‘he gives me shoots 
to plant,’ from dat mihi surculos dignos quos seram, ‘he gives me 
shoots fit to plant,’ originally ‘he gives me fit shoots, to plant.’ 
So homines dignos elegit quos mitteret seems originally to have 
meant: ‘he selected fit men, (in order) to send them,’ and 
then, secondarily, ‘he selected men fit to send.’ In each case 
the Subjunctive clause is fairly one of Purpose. This view is 
further confirmed by the other constructions found with dignus, 
idoneus, Thus we repeatedly find an Infinitive employed with 
these words, e.g. Verg. Ecl 5. 45 e¢ puer ipse cantari dignus, 
‘worthy to be praised’ ; Pliny, Paneg. 7. 4, dignus eligi, ‘worthy to 
be chosen.’ The Gerund with ad also occurs, eg. Cic. Rep. i. 
18. 30, dignus ad imitandum ; and sometimes even an #éclause, 
e.g. eras dignus ut haberes (cited by Quintilian from an early 
author). The zf-clause cannot be regarded as one of Result in 
this and similar cases, as is done by Ktihner, Ausf Gr. ii. 
p. 858 @), since the action is viewed purely as one contemplated, 
not as one accomplished. 

Some regard the relative clause with dignus, efc., as a Clause of 
Characteristic. It is of course quite true that dignus, with a fol- 
lowing relative clause, does express a characteristic in a general 
way; but the relative clause itself is certainly not a Clause of 
Characteristic in the technical sense of that term. See § 371. 


369. It is obvious that only those purpose clauses are of primi- 
tive origin in which the main clause and the subordinate clause 
refer to different persons. Thus in a sentence of the type pecu- 
niam mutuor ut Libros emam, emam cannot be referred directly 
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to a Volitive origin, since the Volitive Subjunctive is not naturally 
used to represent a person as exercising his authority and volition 
over himself. Sentences like the last, therefore, are more prob- 
ably of later origin and formed upon the analogy of those cited 
in § 368. 


Clauses of Characteristic. 


370. The Clause of Characteristic is a relative clause devel- 
oped from the Subjunctive of Contingent Futurity (§ 360). Thus 
in nemo est qui putet, the original sense is: ‘there is no one who 
would think’; so sapienta est tina quae maesttam pellat, ‘ phi- 
losophy is the only thing that would drive away sorrow.’ But in 
all these cases the notion of contingency is so slight as easily 
to disappear, leaving the relative clause essentially one denoting 
a fact; see also §°406. 1. ; 


371. Clauses of Characteristic as Distinguished from Relative 
Clauses of Purpose. — Difficulty is often experienced in distin- 
guishing Clauses of Characteristic from Relative Clauses of Pur- 
pose. This difficulty results chiefly from the fact that a Relative 
Clause of Purpose may denote a characteristic of an antecedent 
in the general sense of the word characteristic. Thus in Cicero, 
Brutus, 56 scribebat oratones quas ahi dicerent, ‘he wrote 
speeches for other persons to deliver,’ the clause guas ahi 
dicerent is a Relative Clause of Purpose; but at the same 
time it does in a certain sense indicate a ‘characteristic’ of 
its antecedent. One essential difference between the Clause of 
Characteristic and the Relative Clause of Purpose consists in the 
fact that the former denotes an action or state contemporary with 
that of the main clause, while the Relative Clause of Purpose 
denotes an action which is /wdwre relatively to that of the main 
clause. In accordance with this principle ‘expressions like nihil 
habeo quod agam, ‘1 have nothing to do’ (Hor. Sazé. i. g. 19) ; 
nil scio quod gaudeam, ‘I don’t know anything to rejoice about’ 
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(Plaut. Cap¢. 842) are Relative Clauses of Purpose. Did these 
sentences mean respectively ‘I have nothing that I am doing' 
and ‘I don’t know anything that I am rejoicing about’ (con- 
temporary action), they would be Clauses of Characteristic. 

At times we find sentences which are ambiguous. The syn- 
tactical nature of the relative clause will then depend upon the 
interpretation. A good example is Ter. Phormio 433 habebis 
guae tuam senectutem oblectet, either ‘you will have some one 
who cheers’ (Characteristic) or ‘some one to cheer’ (Purpose). 


372. Clauses of Characteristic Denoting Cause or Opposition. 
— In sentences like 0 fortunate adulescens qui tuae virtutis Home- 
rum praeconem inveneris there is an apparent violation of the 
principle that the Clause of Characteristic refers to ‘an ante- 
cedent not otherwise defined’ (Gv. § 283. 1) ; but in such cases 
as this we may explain the relative as referring to an indefinite 
antecedent to be supplied. According to this view the original 
force of the above sentence would have been: ‘O! fortunate 
man, (one) who has found,’ e/c. The frequent employment of 
ut qui, utpole qui, etc., ‘as being one who,’ supports this view. 
The use of the Second Singular in the subordinate clause would 
then be a species of attraction. 


373. Clauses of Characteristic Introduced by Quin. — The 
treatment in Gr. § 283. 4 follows that of Brugmann in /ndogerma- 
nische Forschungen, vol. iv. p. 226 ff. Brugmann sees in the first 
element of this gvzm an indeclinable Relative guz, which he thinks 
was capable of standing for any case either Singular or Plural. 
According to this view, guzm might be equivalent to guz non, quae 
non, quod non, etc.; the guin mentioned in §§ 383, 391 must 
then be regarded as a separate word. 


Clauses of Result. 


374. Clauses of Result, introduced by w4, uf non, quin, qui, are 
a development of the Subjunctive of Contingent Future, vz. from 
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its second phase, where there is a condition implied (§ 360. 4). 
Thus in the sentence hoc flagitium fale est ut quivis oderit, the ° 
original meaning was: ‘this outrage is of such a nature as anyone 
you please would hate’ (7.e. if he should see it). From this to 
the meaning ‘of such a nature that anybody you please hates it,’ 
is an easy transition. Cf in English, Shakespeare, /udius Cesar, 
3. 2 Who ts here so base that would be a bondman ? i.e. as to bea 
bondman. See Hale, Sequence of Tenses, p. 24, who cites other 
illustrative uses from English and Greek. 


375. Relative Clauses of Result are simply a development of 
the Clause of Characteristic. -At times it is not easy to decide 
whether the clause is one of Characteristic or of Result, and indi- 
vidual interpretations of the same sentence would doubtless often 
differ. For example, in the sentence given in Gr. § 284. 2 hadbetis 
cum consulem qui parere vestris decrefis non dubitet, the clause 
qui... dubitet might be felt by some simply as a Clause of 
Characteristic, —‘a consul of the sort that’; but the clause also 
admits the interpretation ‘a consul such that he does not hesitate’ ; 
and in that sense it is a clause of Result. 


376. Clauses of Result with Quin. — These are really Relative 
Clauses of Result, and differ from Clauses of Characteristic intro- 
duced by guiz just as ordinary Relative Clauses of Result differ 
- from ordinary Clauses of Characteristic. Wherever the main 
clause contains fam, “alts, efc., the Result notion is sufficiently 
clear. | 

Causal Clauses. 
377. Causal Clauses Introduced by Quod, Quia, Quoniam. — 


When these take the Subjunctive, it is on the principle of Indirect 
Discourse. 


378. Causal Clauses Introduced by Cum.— The Subjunctive 
with cum-causal is a development of the temporal cum-clause. 
The temporal notion easily passes into the causal in all languages. 
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Cf. eg. in English ‘ When he saw ruin staring him in the face, he 
did not care to live,’ z.e. ‘since he saw,’ efc. 


Clauses with Cum-Temporal. 


379. The treatment in the Grammar, § 288 f., follows the 
elaborate and convincing exposition .of Hale in his Cum- 
Constructions, Cornell Studies in Classical Philology, Vol. i. (Ginn 
& Co.). Hale shows that the cum-clause is simply a form of 
the Clause of Characteristic. Cum, earlier guom (Gr. § 9.1), 
is a form of the Relative stem guo-, and, as such, was quite as 
capable of introducing a Clause of Characteristic as was any other 
Relative word. Thus the Subjunctive cwm-clause primarily char- 
acterized a time by giving the situation existing at that time, just 
as any other Clause of Characteristic. The Indicative cwm-clause, 
on the other hand, like the Indicative gzi-clause, was primarily a 
defining clause and hence used to denote @ point of time or date. 


Clauses Introduced by Antequam and Priusquam, and by Dum, 
Donec, and Quoad. 

380. Where these are followed by the Subjunctive, Hale (Zhe 
Antcipatory Subjunctiive in Greek and Latin, Chicago Studies in 
Classical Philology, Vol. i., University Press of Chicago [printed 
separately], p. 68 ff.) recognizes a survival in Latin of the Indo- 
European Subjunctive in its Pure Future phase,—a phase con- 
spicuously present in Homeric Greek. Others refer the Mood 
to the Subjunctive of Contingent Futurity (the second of the two 
uses of the Indo-European Optative ; § 360). 


SUBSTANTIVE CLAUSES. 
Substantive Clauses Developed from the Volitive. 


381. Many of these are often regarded as Substantive Clauses 
of Purpose. Such a designation implies either that the clauses in 
question are Purpose Clauses or once were such ; neither of these 
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alternatives represents the truth. With the exception of the 
clauses mentioned in Gr. § 295. 3, all the substantive clauses 
included in § 295 are the developments of an earlier parataxis 
(see § 367), in which the Subjunctive was Volitive (Jussive, De- 
liberative, e¢c.) in nature. | 


382. The earliest form of these clauses would be represented 
by such examples as £ 070; cum juves, lit. ‘I entreat you; help 
him!’ Sometimes, especially in early Latin and in the poets, we 
find the inverted order, ¢.g. eum juves, fé oro, ‘help him! I entreat 
you.’ In both instances the Volitive character of the Subjunctive 
is clearly apparent. Sentences of the type / 070 ut eum juves, are 
a later development, the #¢ being added after the Subjunctive had 
come to be felt as an object clause and as needing some introduc- 
tory particle. This need of an introductory particle in affirmative 
clauses of this kind would be felt the more keenly, since in nega- 
tive clauses, ¢.g. f¢ oro né abeas (originally ‘I entreat you; don’t 
go away!’), the ze had come to be felt as a subordinate con- 
junction ; at the outset, of course, it was a mere negative adverb. 


383. Substantive Clauses Introduced by Quominus and Quin 
after Verbs of hindering. — As explained in Gr. § 295. 3 a, 
clauses of this sort are probably developed from genuine Purpose 
Clauses. However, they have their ultimate origin in the Volitive, 
since the Purpose Clause is a development from the Volitive 
(§ 368.1). The original character of Subjunctive clauses of this 
kind may be seen in an expression like formido viros impedit 
guominus velint, originally: ‘fear hinders men, in order that they 
may not be willing,’ z.e. prevents them from being willing. Qzo- 
minus lit. means ‘ by which the less, by which not,’ and hence ‘in 
order that not.’ 

Clauses with guin after verbs of hindering are apparently of the 
same nature as clauses with guominus. Quin is compounded of 
gui (an old Instrumental) and ze, lit. ‘by which not,’ ‘ that not,’ 
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‘lest.’ In signification it is nowise different from guominus. In 
fact, after verbs of himdering accompanied by a negative, guominus 
and guin may be used interchangeably without difference of mean- 
ing. Thus Cic. de Sen. 17.60 nec aetas impedit quominus agri 
colendi studia teneamus, ‘nor does old age prevent us from con- 
tinuing the pursuits of farming’; but duct. ad Herenn. iii. 1. 1 né 
impediaris guin progredt possts, ‘that you may not be prevented 
from being able to advance.’ 

Clauses introduced by guin after negative expressions of hin- 
dering are sometimes classified as Result Clauses. Such a clas- 
sification is inconsistent; for 7 impedio quominus facias is 
regularly taken by all grammarians as a Purpose Clause. If it 
is, then mec fe impedio quominus facias must also be a Purpose 
Clause, for the mere prefixing of the negative to zmpedio cannot 
alter the relation of the guominus-clause to its verb. But mec f£é 
impedio quominus facias may be expressed with perfect equiva- 
lence by nec ¢é tmpedio quin facias. Hence the two types should 
not be dissociated in treatment. 

It is of course true that in its developed meaning the guin- 
clause after negative expressions of hindering does at times seem 
to indicate a (negative) result, eg. nec impedifi sunt quin face- 
vent may be conceived as literally meaning ‘ nor were they pre- 
vented so that they didn’t do.’ But this conception is just as 
possible in case of guominus-clauses after negative expressions of 
hindering, and even more so in case of guominus-clauses after 
affirmative expressions of hindering. Thus, ¢¢ impedio quominus 
haec facias might theoretically be conceived as meaning ‘ I hinder 
you so that you do not do this.’ But gvo minus is clearly a pur- 
pose particle, so that the original purpose character of the guomt- 
nus clause seems beyond question. Any consistent treatment of 
Substantive clauses must have regard to their origin, not merely 
to the English rendering. Thus, in a sentence like es persuasit 
ut extrent, ‘he persuaded them to go out,’ the w¢clause might 
seem at first sight to indicate a Result, but an examination of 
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such clauses clearly shows that they are developed from the 
Jussive. 

Clauses introduced by me after verbs of hindering are not neces- 
sarily developed from the Jussive, as suggested in ‘Gr. § 295. 3. 
This is the more probable view ; but it is also possible that, like 
qguominus and guin-clauses, they have been developed from 
Purpose Clauses. 


384. Substantive Clauses after Verbs of deciding, resolving, 
etc. (Gr. § 295. 4).— The Volitive origin of these is seen in 
such sentences as Sall. Caz, 29. 2 senatus decreut operam darent 
consules, ‘the senate decreed: let the consuls take heed!’ Ter. 
Eun. 578 edicit né vir quisquam ad cam adeat, ‘he issues the 
order: let no man go near her!’ 


385. Substantive Clauses after Verbs of striving, caring for, 
etc. (Gr. § 295. 5).— Expressions like fac cogifés, ‘see to this, 
reflect!’ (Sall. Caz. 44.5) point to the Volitive origin of these 
clauses. Cura né quid destt originally meant ‘Take care: let 
nothing be wanting !’ 


386. Substantive Clauses after necesse est, reliquum est and 
sequitur, ‘it remains,’ licet, oportet (Gr. § 295. 6).— The Volitive 
origin of the Subjunctive in clauses with necesse est, licet, oportet, is 
seen in the regular retention in classical prose of the early type of 
expression without w¢ (§ 382), wiz. dicam necesse est, ‘it is neces- 
sary that I speak’ (lit., let me speak ; it is necessary’), Cic. de Or. 
lil. 22. 85 ; taceat oportebit, ‘it will be fitting that he keep silent’ 
(lit. ‘let him keep silent; it will be fitting’), Cic. de Or. iii. 21. 
719; fateare necesse est, ‘confess ! you must,’ Lucr. iii. 275. 

Where seguifur means ‘ it remains,’ ‘the next thing is,’ the #¢ 
clause is a development from the Volitive, ¢.g. sequitur ut doceam, 
‘it remains for me to show,’ Cic. Vaz. De. ii. 32. 80.1 





1 Sequitur in the sense ‘it follows that’ takes a Substantive Clause of 
Result ; § 390. 
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So also with reiquum est, e.g. reliquum est, ut egomet miht con- 
sulam, ‘it remains for me to look out for myself,’ Nep. Azz. 21. 5. 
This view of these clauses is confirmed by the occurrence of the 
early form of expression without wf (§ 382), ¢g. Cic. ad Fam. 
Xv. 21. 6 reliquum est tuam profectionem amore prosequar 


387. Substantive Clauses in Sentences of the Type: nilla causa 
est clr, nulla causa est quare, etc. (Gr. § 295. 7).— These have 
been explained as developed from the Deliberative. This is the 
view, among others, of Schmalz (Zev¢. Syn¢. § 308), and is sup- 
ported by the history of these clauses. Cf e.g. Cic. ad Fam. ii. 
17. 1 guin déecedam nulla causa esi, originally ‘why shouldn’t I 
go away! There’s no reason,’ later ‘there’s no reason why I 
shouldn’t go away.’ Cf. Ter. Andria 600 guid causae est, quin 
in pistrinum proficiscar, ‘what reason is there why I shouldn’t 
set out for the mill!’ originally ‘what reason is there? Why 
shouldn’t I set out?’ 


Substantive Clauses Developed from the Optative. 


388. After Verbs of wishing and desiring (Gr. § 296. 1). 
— The Optative origin of these Substantive clauses is sufficiently 
evident. It should be noted, however, that in comedy and col- 
loquial language vo/od sometimes has the force of commanding 
(cf. the English authoritative J want, e.g.in [ want you to under- 
stand). In such cases the Substantive clause with vo/o must be 
referred to a Volitive origin, ¢.g. vold eam ducas, ‘I want you to 


marry her.’ 


389. After Verbs of fearing (Gr. § 296. 2).— Instructive for 
the history of the construction are such early Latin uses as Ter. 
Andr. 277 Haud verear si in té sit solo situm: sed ut vim queas 
Jerre, ‘I should not fear, if it were to depend on you alone; but 


1 Reliquum est in the sense ‘the fact remains that’ takes a Substantive 
Clause of Result; § 390. 
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may you be able to withstand compulsion’; 705 dés hic mi ut 
satis stt vereor ad agendum, ‘may this day be sufficient (I’m 
afraid though).’ 


Substantive Clauses of Result. 

390. Expressions like eficio ut intellegats, lit. ‘I bring it to 
pass (in such a way) that you know,’ and accidit ut aegrotaret, 
‘it so happened that he was ill,’ show clearly the origin of the 
Substantive Clause of Result. But the Result notion early became 
weakened in these clauses, and the substantive notion became so 
prominent that Substantive Clauses introduced by #¢ occur where 
not only no notion of Result exists, but where it never could 
have existed, ¢.g. verisimile non est ut ille anteponeret, ‘it’s not 
likely that he preferred’; accedit ut doleam, ‘another fact is that 
I am suffering’; pracclarum est ut eos amemus, ‘it’s a noble 
thing that we love them’; religuum est ut virtis sit frugalitas, 
‘the fact remains that economy is a virtute.’ 


Substantive Clauses Introduced by Quin. 


391. In the expressions on dubito quin, quis dubitat quin, non 
est dubium quin, haud dubium est quin, the guin-clause is prob- 
ably developed from the Deliberative Subjunctive. Thus guzs 
dubitat quin in virtute divitiae sint originally meant ‘why shouldn’t 
there be riches in virtue! who doubts it?’ It seems difficult to 
find any ground in the history or signification of these clauses for 
regarding them as Clauses of Result. 


Indirect Questions. 


392. The origin of the Subjunctive in Indirect Questions is 
not yet clear. The construction is manifestly a relatively late 
one in the development of Latin syntax. Plautus and Terence 


more frequently employ the Indicative in such sentences, unless 
there be some reason for the Subjunctive. 
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Conditional Sentences. 


393. The treatment in the Grammar follows the traditional 
classification, which has regard exclusively to what is implied 
in the Protasis in each instance. 

394. Conditional sentences are the development of an earlier 
Parataxis (§ 367). Thus we may assume that the earliest type 
of sz valet, bene est was bene est, valet, ‘it is well; he is well.’ 
The conditional force was purely the result of the context, which 
indicated that valet was something assumed. As language devel- 
oped, the fact that one clause was related to the other as an 
assumption or condition was brought out more definitely by the 
use of 57, yet conditional sentences without s? occur with more or 
less frequency in all stages of the Latin language (Gz. § 305. 2). 
They are simply a relic of the earlier paratactic stage. The ori- 
gin of the conjunctional use of sz was as follows: Sz was originally 
an adverb meaning so. It is etymologically identical with English 
so, and by formation was a Locative, *sva-z, from the Indo-Euro- 
pean root sva-. This *svaz regularly became sz, § 104.2. The 
most primitive type of a conditional sentence with s? would be 
seen in dene est si, valet, t.e. ‘it is well so (vzz. that), he is well.’ 
In this expression s7 limits dene est, and valet is really an apposi- 
tive of the adverbial idea in sz. The use of sz as a conjunction is 
secondary and the result of its association. With sz cf English so 
in such expressions as so you pay me, I shall be satisfied, 


395. Conditional Sentences of the Second Type.— Here the 
Subjunctive in the Protasis was originally Jussive in character. 
Thus a sentence like s? videat, crédat would, in its earliest form, 
have been zideat, credat, lit. ‘let him see (7.e. assuming he should 
see), he would then believe.’ The Apodosis is the Subjunctive of 
Contingent Futurity, conventionally called ‘ Potential.’ 


396. Conditional Sentences of the Third Type.—The origin 
of this type is obscure. Perhaps the Protasis was originally an 


210 Syntax. 


Optative, i.e. st adesset, bene esset, lit. ‘O that he were here! it 
would be well.’ 

The employment of ofortuit, decuit, debebam, and of the Indic- 
ative of the Periphrastic Conjugations in Apodoses of Conditional 
Sentences of this type is frequently the result of ellipsis. ‘Thus in 
st Pompejus occisus esset, fuistisne ad arma ituri, the thought is 
‘were you about to proceed to arms (and would you have done 
so?) had Pompey been slain?’ So in eum patris loco colere debe- 
bas, st ulla in té pietas esset¢ the full sense is: ‘it was your duty to 
revere him (and you would now be doing it), had you any sense 
of devotion.’ 


Clauses of Proviso with Dum, Modo, Dummodo. 


397. These were all originally Jussive. Thus in manent ingenia 
sentbus, modo permaneat studium et industria, the original sense 
was: ‘let only interest and vigor remain! (then) old men’s 
faculties remain.’ Dum was originally an oblique case of a noun 
meaning ‘while.’ Hence in dderint, dum metuant, the original 
sense was ‘let them fear the while! (then) they may hate.’ Some 
regard the clause of Proviso with dum as originally temporal 
(‘while’). But that view fails to account for the use of the Sub- 
junctive, and also ignores the fact that the negative with the dum- 
clause of Proviso is always ne. 


Use or Moops In RELATIVE CLAUusEs.! 


398. A relative clause represents a kind of subordination which, 
in its original and simplest form, differs from co-ordination only in 
the substitution of a relative pronoun, adjective, or adverb for the 
corresponding demonstrative or personal pronoun. The expres- 
sion tle est homo qui fecit, ‘he is the man who did it,’ is in every 
respect exactly like 7le est homo, ille fecit, ‘he is the man; he 





1 This treatment of Relative Sentences is the friendly contribution of my 
colleague, Professor Elmer. 
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did it,’ except that guz has taken the place of ##/. Such a transi- 
tion from parataxis to hypotaxis is well illustrated in English by 
the history of the word /¢ha/, which, though originally only a 
demonstrative pronoun, has come to be frequently felt also as a 
relative. 

The earlier history of the Latin language shows an increasing 
fondness for the relative construction. In the classical period this 
tendency had become so pronounced that the relative was often 
used to introduce a sentence that was logically quite independent, 
é.g. Cic. de Sen. 3.8 nec hercule, si ego Seriphius essem, nec ti, st 
Athéniensis, clarus umquam fuissées. Quod eodem modo dé senec- 
tute dict potest, — instead of hoc . . . potest. 

This use of the relative to introduce a logically independent 
sentence is almost unknown in Plautus, but becomes more com- 
mon in Terence, and reaches its height in the time of Cicero. 

While relative clauses in their earliest stage could be replaced 
by grammatically independent clauses, they gradually acquired 
functions which the corresponding independent clauses did not 
perform. We may accordingly divide Relative Clauses (both 
Indicative and Subjunctive) into those of original and those 
of developed types. 


INDICATIVE RELATIVE CLAUSES. 


399. An Indicative Relative Clause may: 

1) Inform one of a fact. 

2) Refer for various purposes to a fact presumably already 
known. 

3) Assume a fact. 


A. Original Uses. 


400. 1. The Determining Clause. — This apparently was used 
in connection with some object to which the speaker was pointing 
or at which he was looking. The clause then identified that ob- 
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ject as the one with reference to which the act or state expressed 
by the clause was true. Two independent clauses, each intro- 
duced by a demonstrative, would express this relation equally 
well. Cf. That is the man that did it, in which the second “hat 
originally corresponded exactly to the Demonstrative Ze, but later 
came to be felt as subordinating its clause and so equivalent to the 
Relative gui. 

2. Clauses Adding Information or a Statement of Fact.— These 
may be subdivided as follows : 

a) Parenthetical clauses that interrupt for a moment the train 
of thought, e.g. Livy xxi. 13. 11 mec abnuebant, quod unum vin- 
culum fidei est, melioribus parere, ‘nor did they refuse (and this 
forms the only bond of fidelity) to obey their betters.’ 

5) Independent clauses that carry forward the train of thought, 
e.g. nec hercule, si ego Seriphius essem, nec tu, st Athénténsts, clarus 
umquam fuisses. Quod eodem modo dé senectute dict potest. 

3. Causal and Adversative Clauses. —It is commonly stated 
that these clauses require the Subjunctive ; yet they often admit 
the Indicative, ¢.g. (causal) Cic. ad Av. xiii. 30 O £ ferreum qui 
 tlhius periculis non moveris, ‘O you hard-hearted man, who (é.e. 
since you) are not moved’; (adversative) Cic. Phil. i. 9. 23 guae 
guidem ego, qui ila numquam probavi, tamen conservanda arbitra- 
tus sum, ‘enactments which, though I never approved them, I 
nevertheless thought ought to be maintained.’ See Hale, Zhe Cum- 
Constructions, p. 114 ff. The difference between the Indicative 
and the Subjunctive in such clauses seems to be that the Indicative 
calls to mind the fact without special reference to its logical rela- 
tion to the principal clause, while the Subjunctive brings this 
relation into prominence. 


B. Developed Uses. 


401. 1. Determining Clause of the Developed Type. — This 
clause serves as a means by which, without further aid, one may 
distinguish from all other objects one particular object (or sev- 
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eral particular objects). For this purpose it mentions some act 
or state which is, for the moment at least, exclusively associated 
with the object referred to, ¢.g. dle qui in Catlinam oratonés 
scripsit annos tres et sexaginta vixtt. This sentence cannot be 
divided into two independent assertions, as can the clause of the 
original type. ‘Two such sentences as il in Catlinam orationés 
scripsit,; ille annos tres et sexaginta vixtt, would, without the 
presence of the person referred to or further explanation, be 
meaningless. On the other hand, the clause with the Relative is 
complete in itself. | 

2. Clause Equivalent to Si with the Indicative. — This clause 
deals not with any individual case, but with an assumed indefinite 
case. It takes the Indicative wherever a si-clause would take 
this mood under similar circumstances, ¢.g. gui valet, fortinatus 
est, ‘the man who has good health is blest’ (= 57 guts valet, etc.). 
This usage probably arose through the medium of the determin- 
ing clause. 

3- Restrictive Clauses having Attinet, Est, Potest, as their 
Verb, ¢.g. ut se tota res habeat, quod ad eam civitatem attinel, 
démonstrabitur, ‘how the whole matter stands as regards that 
state, will be shown.’ For the Subjunctive in restrictive clauses, 
see § 406. I. N. I. 


402. It should be carefully noted that any Indicative relative 
clause of whatever type may characterize the antecedent of the 
Relative. Examples: 

1) Determining and characterizing, tum primum reperta sunt 
quae per tot annos rem publicam exedere, here ‘the (particular) 
things which,’ e#. This guae-clause is primarily determinative, 
incidentally characterizing. If it had had the Subjunctive exéde- 
rint, the clause would have been primarily characterizing and the 
meaning would have been: ‘things were found which’ instead of 
‘the (particular) things which.’ See below under Subjunctive 
uses, § 406. I. 
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2) Parenthetical and characterizing, ¢.g. ego, gut sum longe for- 
tior, famé pereo. Here the gui-clause is a parenthetical statement 
that characterizes the antecedent. It may be laid down as a rule 
(to which exceptions are rare) that a characterizing clause takes 
the Indicative when it may be dropped without impairing the 
sense of the main clause. In the sentence last given, ego pereo 
jamé is complete in itself without the addition of the gzz-clause. 
See Hale, Zhe Cum-Constructions, pp. 85, 94, 138. 

3) Conditional and characterizing, e.g. neque enim est ulla fortt- 
tudo, quae rationis est expers, ‘for there is no bravery, which 
lacks reason,’ 7#.¢. ‘if it lacks reason,’ whence the Indicative. 
In such conditional clauses, however strongly characterizing they 
may be, the Subjunctive is rare and confined almost -exclusively 
to clauses with negative antecedents. See Hale, Zhe Cum- 
Constructions, p. 133. 

We may say, generally speaking, that three things are neces- 
sary to throw a characterizing clause into the Subjunctive (except 
where the Subjunctive would be used in the corresponding para- 
tactical form of expression): First, it must be essential to the 
thought of the main clause ; secondly, its characterizing function 
must be primary, not incidental ; thirdly, it must not be equiva- 
lent to an Indicative clause with sz. Characterizing clauses that 
do not fulfil these three conditions stand, with rare exceptions, 
in the Indicative. 


SUBJUNCTIVE RELATIVE CLAUSES. 


403. A Subjunctive Relative Clause may give expression : 

1) To somebody’s will. 

2) To a possibility. 

3) Toa future contingency. ~ 

4) To actual facts (with or without a causal or adversative 
bearing upon the main clause). 

Any one of these clauses may be used to characterize the ante- 
cedent of the Relative. 
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A. Original Uses. 


404. 1. Representing an Independent Volitive. 

a) Relative Clause of Purpose, ¢.g. mii¢es missit sunt qui oppi- 
dum capiant, ‘the soldiers have been sent to take the town.’ The 
gut-clause here represents an independent 2/7 capianz, ‘ they shall 
take (let them take) the town.’ Cf the identical development of 
ut-clauses of Purpose, § 368. 

5) Volitive Characterizing Clause, ¢.g. Cic. de Sen. 43 qui sudt- 
cabant esse profecto aliquid natura pulchrum atque praeclarum, 
quod sua sponte peteretur, quodque optimus quisque sequeretur, 
‘these were of opinion that there surely existed some lofty and 
noble ideal, to be sought for its own sake, and for all the best men 
to pursue.’ The gvod-clauses here represent independent Volitive 
Subjunctives meaning: ‘let this be sought’; ‘let all good men 
pursue this.’ Such clauses should be carefully distinguished from 
relative clauses denoting pure purpose, as in the example given 
under @). | 

c) Clause equivalent to si with the Subjunctive. Examples: 
nilla tam facilis res, quin adifficilis sitet, quam invitus facias, 
‘nothing is so easy that it does not become difficult, if you do it 
against your will,’ lit. ‘assuming you do it’; philosophia, cui qui 
pareat omne tempus sine molesha possit degere, t.e. if one should 
obey philosophy, ez. 

For further illustration of the Volitive Origin of such clauses, 
see § 395. 

2. Characterizing Clause Representing an Independent Potential, 
e.g. est unde fiat, ‘there exists that by means of which it may 
(can) be done.’ The unde fiat here represents an independent 
inde fiat, ‘by that means it may (can) be done,’ which ascribes 
certain possibilities to the means referred to in inde, t.e. charac- 
terizes them. 

This form of clause is rare, its place being commonly taken by 
some form of fofs?¢ with the Infinitive. 
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3. Clauses Developed from a Subjunctive of Contingent 
Futurity. 

a) Characterizing Clause of Contingent Futurity, ¢.g. We est qui 
non mentiatur, ‘that’s a man who would not deceive.’ Here gui 
non mentiatur represents an independent ze non mentiatur, ‘that 
man would not deceive.’ : 

6) Characterizing Clause of Obligation or Propriety, e.g. nihil 
est quod gaudeas, originally, ‘there is no reason why one would 
rejoice (if one were to act with propriety),’ hence ‘no reason why 
one should rejoice, ought to rejoice.’ 


405. Hale, in his recently published AnaAcipatory Subjunctive 
in Greek and Latin, expresses himself in favor of recognizing a 
new class of relative clauses developed from the Anticipatory Sub- 
junctive, z.e. from the phase of the Indo-European Subjunctive 
which had pure Future force (see § 354). As illustrations of this 
type he cites: Vergil, den. 1. 286 f. nascetur pulchra Trojanus 
origine Caesar, imperium Oceand, famam qui terminet astris, 
‘who shai bound,’ et.; LEclogues, 4. 34 f. alter erit tum Tiphys, 
et altera quae vehat Argo délectos heroas, ‘and a second Argo, 
which shad carry,’ ef. Others regard such clauses as a secondary 
development of Purpose Clauses. 


B. Developed Uses. 


406. These are all outgrowths of the Subjunctive of Contingent 
Futurity. Here belong: 

1. Characterizing Clauses Asserting an Actual Fact (techni- 
cally designated as ‘The Clause of Characteristic’; Grammar, 
§ 283; App. § 370), e.g. tlle est qui non mentiatur, “he’s a man 
who doesn’t deceive.’ This represents an easy transition from the 
original meaning of such clauses (¢f § 404. 3. 2), viz. ‘a man who 
would not deceive (under any circumstances).’ 

Note 1. A still further development of these clauses is repre- 
sented by such expressions as Ca/onis drationés guas quidem inve- 
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nerim, lit. ‘the speeches of Cato that I have discovered,’ é.e. ‘at 
least so far as I have discovered them.’ Here the characterizing 
clause has weakened into one that merely restricts. Strictly 
speaking, the discovery of the speeches has nothing to do with 
their character. 

Nore 2. A clause that is primarily characterizing may be inci- 
dentally determinative. See § 402. 

2. Causal Clauses, ¢.¢. miserum senem, qui tam longa in vila 
mortem contemnendam esse non videris, ‘O pitiable old man, who 
(since you) have not even in so long a life discovered that death 
ought to be regarded with indifference.’ This use probably began 
with some such expression as CJlodius contemnendus est, qui 
guachbet faciat, ut inimicum expellat, ‘Clodius should be treated 
with scorn, who (since he) would stoop to anything whatever 
to get rid of a personal foe.’ Such a gzi-clause would easily come . 
to mean ‘who stoops to anything,’ e/. A feeling might then 
naturally arise that any gv7-clause bearing a causal relation to the 
main clause might take the Subjunctive. 

For the difference of meaning between the Indicative and the 
Subjunctive in causal gvi-clauses, see § 400. 3. 

3. Adversative Clauses.— The Subjunctive in these clauses 
has had a history similar in every way to that of the Subjunctive 
in causal clauses. 

For the difference of meaning between the Indicative and the 
Subjunctive in adversative gvz-clauses, see § 400. 3. 


407. It will be understood that what has been said of gui- 
clauses applies equally to relative clauses introduced by wi, gua, 
unde, ett. 
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A. 


a, pronunciation, 4. 
ad, changes, 71. 
ad-Series, 68, 

a, 72. 

a-Series, 66. 

a, ‘from,’ 261. 
a-Stems, I11 f. 

ab, 93. 2; 96.1; 262 
abjetis, 5 ¢. 
Ablative, 331 f. 
— absolute, 347. 
— of accompaniment, 336. 

—- of accordance, 340. 

—- of agent, 333. 

—— of association, 337. 

—— of attendant circumstance, 338. 
—— of cause, 342. 

—— of comparison, 334. 

—— of degree of difference, 343. 
—— of duration of time which, 350. 
—— of manner, 339. 

—— of means, 341. 

—- of price, 344. 

— of quality, 345. 

—— of separation, 333. 

—— of source, 333. 

—— of specification, 346. 

—— of time at which, 350. 

—— of time within which, 350. 

of way by which, 341. 5. 
Ablativus, 297. 

Ablaut, 62 f. 

—— in case-endings, 70, 

—— in suffixes 70. 





Ablaut-Series, 62 f. 

abluo, 103. 4. 

-abrum, -acrum, -atrum, 51. % 
abs, 261. 

Accent, 54 f. 

accestis, 47.2. 

Accusative, syntax, 303 ff. 
——— original force, 311. 

—— of person or thing affected, 303. 
—— of result produced, 303; 305; 306. 
—— with passive used as middle, 304. 
—— synecdochical, 307. 

—— Greek, 307. 

—— in exclamations, 308. 
—— as subject of inf., 309. 
Accusativus, 297. 

acer, 92; 100. 3. 

acerbus, 100. 3. 

acerrimus, 182. 3. 

ad, 262. 

—— in composition, 58. a 
Adjectives, 111 ff. 

admodum, 259. 

admoneo, with genitive, 326. 
Adverbs, 259 f. 

—— in -é, 130. 

—— in 4, 257. 

——- in -d, 130. 

— in -8, 257. 

Adversative clauses, 406. 3. 
—— in indicative, 400. 3. 
adversus, 258. 

ae, pronunciation, Io. 

aedés, 97. 2. 5. 

aegrotus, 203. VII. da. 
Aesculapius, 91. 





1 For words containing hidden quantities and for words of doubtful or varied spelling, see 


the special lists, p. 52 and p. 79. 
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aestus, 68, 

af, 261. 5. 

agceps, 20. I. 
agellus, 100. 3; 106. 2, 
ager, 92; 100. 3. 
aggulus, 20. I. 
agricola, 112, 2, 

ai, 86. 

ai, changes, 80. 
earlier form of ae, Io. 1. 
-al, 88. 2. 

al for /, 100, I. 

ala, 89; 105. 2 
aliquid, 254. 1. 
allium, 88. I. 

alnus, 105. I. 
Alphabet, 1. 
amarem, 222, 3. 
ambi-, 263. 

ambo, 97.1. 5. 
amem, 222. 

an for n, 102, 2, 
anceps, 92. 

ango, 97. 3. A. 
animal, 93. 

anser, 23; 97.3. A. 
antae, 102. 2. 

ante, 264. 

antemnae, 106. 4. ¢. 
antequam, with subjunctive, 380. 
Anticipatory subjunctive, 380; 405. 
anticus, 57.2. N. 
Antisigma, 1. 5. 
Aorist Optative, 219. 
sigmatic, 200. 3. 
strong, 200. 2. 
aperto, 96.1; 261. 2. 
apex, 36. 3. 
Apocope, 93. 

apud, 265. 

-ar, 88. 2, 

ar-, 262. 

ar, for F, 100. 2, 
arbiter, 262. 
arbosem, 98. I. 
ardor, 92. 

aréfacid, 204. 
arfuerunt, 262. 

-art- for -ali-, 99. 
armus, 100. 2. 

aro, 203. VII. a. 
arst, 105. I. 











arversus, 262. 
Aspirates, 31; 97. 
asporto, 105. I. 
as(s), 109. 2. 
Assimilation of consonants, 106 
of vowels, go. 
attingo, 71. 5. 

au, 86. 

au, pronunciation, I2, 
au, changes, 84. 
au-, 261. 

auceps, 92. 
audiam, 221. 
audiés, 222. 2 
audirem, 222. 3. 
aufero, 261. 3. 
aufugid, 261. 3. 
Augment, 200. I. 
ausim, 219. 
auspex, 92. 

aut, 93. 





B. 
5, 96. I. 
6, pronunciation, 27. 
bacca, 88. I. 
bastum, 98. 3. 
belli, 256. I. 
bene, 257.2, — 
6h (Indo-Eur.), 97. %. 
6160, 96. 1; 203. 2. 
bimestris, 105. 1. 
bint, 185. 2. 
bts, 186. 2. 
b0s, 180. 3. 
Bosphorus, 31. 3 
-br- for -s7-, 108. 3. 
bracca, 88. I. 
Breves Breviantes, 88. 3 
breviter, 259. 
bruma, 182. I. 
bucca, 88. I. 


Cc 
¢, 94. ep 
¢, pronunciation, 25. 
C.= Gaius, I. 3. 
C.=centum, 1. 4. 
caecus, II. 
caedd, 104. 1. d 
caelebs, 11. 
caelum, Il. 
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caerimonia, II. - 

caeruleus, 99. 

caesariés, 98. 3 

calamitosus, 110. 

calcar, 93. 

Capito, 103. 2; 203. VII. 

Cardinal numerals, 183, 

Cases, 295 ff. 

——, names, 296. 

Case-endings, see a-stems, o-stems, etc. 

Case-theories, 298 ff. 

Castorus, 138. 

catus, 67. 

Cauneads=cav(e) n(é) eas, 16, 1. k. 

Causal clauses, 377; 406. 2. 

—— in Indicative, 400. 3. 

introduced by cum, 378. 

causa,98.2. - 

cedo, 88. 3. 

cena, II. 

centésimus, 184. 9. 

centum, 106. 4; 183. 14. 

cétert, 11. 

Cethegus, 31. 3. 

cetle, 108. I. 

ch, 31. 2. 

circa, 266. 

circiter, 266, 

circum, 266, 

cts, 267, 

citer, 181. 

citimus, 182. 2. 

c2td, 88. 3; 257.1. 

Citra, 255. 3; 267. 1. 

clam, 268. 

Claudius as grammarian,1.5; 16. 5. 

Clauses of Characteristic, 370; 406. 

——,, distinguished from relative clauses 
of purpose, 371. 

—— denoting cause or opposition, 372. 

introduced by giz, 373. 

—— of obligation or propriety, 404. 3. 4. 

-clo- for -tlo-, 95. I. 

Clodius, 84. 1. 

clido, 87. 2. 

Cn.= Gnaeus, I. 3. 

cd- in compounds, 58. 

co- in compounds, 58. 3. 6. 

cocus, 57. 2. N. 

coemétérium, Il. 

coepi, 206, 2. 

cagnomen, 104. I. a. 








b. 6. 
5.6 


cognosco, 105. I. 

com-, con, in composition, 58. 5. 

Comparative Degree, 181. 

Comparison, 181 f. 

Compensatory Lengthening, 89. 

compleo, with genitive, 330. . 

Concessive Subjunctive, 358. 7. ; 364. 

conclausus, 87. 1. 

condicto, 25. 3. 

Conditional Sentences, 393 f. 

conditus, 65. 

confido with ablative, 349. 2. 

Conjugation, 200 ff. 

conststere with ablative, 341. 3. 

Consonant changes, 104 ff. 

Consonant stems, 137 ff. 

— that have partially adapted them- 
selves to i-stems, 159. 

Consonants, 15 ff.; 94 ff. 

Consonants doubled, 34. 

final, 109. 

constare, ‘consist of,’ 341. 3. 

, cost,’ 344. 

contempsi, 108. 2. 

contemptus, 108. 2. 

continere, with ablative, 341. 3. 

Contingent Future, 355. 4. 

contid, 103. 3. 

contra, 255. 3. 

contybernalis, 6. 2, 

CONVICLUM, 25. 3. 

coquo, 96. 1. 

cor, 109. 3. 

corpulentus, 108. 4. 

cos, 67. 

coventi0, 103. 3. 

cratis, 100. 2. 

creésco, 203. VI. 

cribrum, 97. 2. ¢. 

-cro-, for -clo-, 95. 3 9G 

cut, 14; 198. 4. 

céjus, 198. 3. 

culleus, 88. I. * 

cum-Clauses, 379. 

cuppa, 88, I. 

curamus, 203. VII. 8, 

curtus, LOO. 2. 

curvus, 100, 2. 
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d, 95. 
d, pronunciation, 28, 
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domi, 256. I. 

domui, 103. 4. 

donec, with Subjunctive, 380. 
Double consonants, 32 f. 
Doubled consonants, 34. 


D = S00, I. 4 
dacruma, 95. 2 
damma, 88. I. 
Dative, 312 f. 

— of agency, 318. 


— of indirect object, 313. 


drachuma, 91. 


— of possession, 318. auc, 223. 

—— of purpose, 319. ducent?, 183. 15. 
— of reference, 316. diuco, 64. 

—— with compounds, 315. auim, 218, 


—— with verbs signifying ‘favor,’ ‘ help,’ 


dum, introducing a Proviso, 397 


etc., 314. dum, temporal, 380. 
Dativus, 297. duo, 183. 2. 
dé, 271. duis, 186, 2. 
déebilitare, II0, 
E. 


decem, 102. 1; 183. 10 
decimus, 184. 5. 
Declension, 111 ff. 


é, pronunciation, §. 
2, from d, 71. 1. 


De-composition, 87. 2. 2, from 3, 75. 

délector, with the ablative, 349. 2. 2, changes, 73, 
Deliberative Subjunctive, 358. ¢; 363. 2-Series, 64 f. 
Demonstrative Pronouns, 191 ff. é, 74. 

deni, 185. 2. é, ‘from,’ origin, 105. 2 
denti0, ITO. é-Series, 65. 


denud, 103. 4; 259. 
Determining Clauses, 400; 401. 
dh (Indo-Eur.), 97. 2. 


é-Stems, 172 f, 
ea, 192. 2. 5, 
ea, 192. 6, 


-dhlo-, 97. 2. ¢. ea (adverb), 255. 3. 
dic, 223. eadem (adverb), 255. 3 
dico, 82. cam, 192. 5. 

didict, 206. 1. eapse, 196. 

dié, 173. éC-, 273. 

Diespiter, 180. 4. ecferrt, 105. I. 
dignus, 94. 3. CCUS, 57. 1. de 

——, with gui-clause, 368. 5. edt, 206, 2, 

dingua, 95. 2. edim, 218. 
Diphthongs, 1o ff.; 80 ff. ed0, 202. 4. 
Diphthongal stems, 180. ¢f-, 273. 

dirimo, 98. I. égt, 206. 2. 

dis- not dis- in compounds, 48. ego, 187. I. 

disco, 64; 105. I. et, 82. 
Dissimilation of syllables, rro, 2, 86. 

Distributive numerals, 185. et, 192. 4. 

divissi0, 98. 2. éJus, 192. 3. 

divus, 82. Eleven, eéc., 183. 1% 
dixti, 208. -ellus, 51. 2. 

dixim, 219. em for m, 102, I. 
dix0, 205. 3. emi, 206, 2. 

aixtt, 47. 2. emptus, 108. 2. 

do, 202. I. en for 7, 102. 1. 
doceé, 203. VII. ¢ endo, 275. 


domamus, 203. VII. 4 


€6, 192. 6, 
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€0, ‘gO,’ 202, 2. 
eopse, 196. 

-ép2, 206. 2. 
equabus, 122. 

CqUus, 57. 2. 

-ér, 88. 2. 

er for 7, 100. 3. 
cram, 204. 

eerculus, 51. 5. 
erga, ergo, 272. 
-€rnus, 51. 3. 

€r0, 205. 3 

erus, 23. 

és, est (edd), 50. 2; 202. 4. 
es(s), 109. 2. 

€5S€, 243. 

CSSEM, 222. 3. 

~CStUS, ST. 4. 

et, 93. 

Ethical Dative, 317. 
eu, 85. 

eu, pronunciation, 13. 
eu, 86. 

eum, 192. 5- 

eumpse, 196. 

ex, 273; 261. 2. 
ex,in Composition, 58. & 
exaequo, 87. 1. 
exemplarts, 99. 
exemplum, 108. 2 
existumo, 80. 2. 
exquaero, 87. I. 
exstra(@), 255. 3 
exsulto, 71. 3. 
exterus, 181. 
extimus, 182. 2. 
extra, 255. 3 
extremus, 182. I. 


F. 


J; pronunciation, 21. 
J, origin of letter, 1. 3. 
Jac, 223. 

facile, 254. I. 
facillimus, 182. 3. 
agus, 97.1. a 
familias, 113. 
Samulus, 91. 
Sanum, 65. 

fart, 97. 1. @ 
Sar(r), 109. 2. 
Saxim, 219. 


Jaxd, 205. 3- 

Jel(Z), 109. 2. 

Semina, 11; 97. 2 @. 
eres, 222, 2. 

Jer0, 97. 1. a; 202. Se 
Jerre, 106. 3; 243. 
Serrem, 222. 3. 

Sestus, 65. 

fidi, 206. I. 

fido, 64; 82. 

—— with ablative, 349. 2, 
filiabus, 122. 

Jilius, 90. 

Final Consonants, 109. 
Jindo, 203. IV. 

Jingo, 97. 3. A. 

finimus, 203. VIL. be 
fexus, 108, I. 

flecto, 203. IIT. 

foedus, 64; 81.1. 

fons, fintis, 41. 

Soras, 254. 3. 

Sorts, 256. 2. 

formus, 97. 3- B 

Sorte, 257+ 3 

Sortunas, 113. 

Sorum, 97. 2. a. 

frons, frintis, 41. 

Jruor, with ablative, 341. 1. 
Jui, 97. 1. @; 210. 
Sulmentum, 105. I. 
fumus, 97. 2. a. 

fundd, 97. 3. A.; 107. 
Sunebris, 108. 3. 

fungor, with ablative, 341. 1. 
furuos (= furvos), 98. 2. 
futtilés, 88. 1. 


Future Indicative, 200. 6; 205. 
Future Perfect Indicative, 216. 


Suvi, 210. 


G. 
&1 94- Ls 
£, pronunciation, 29. 
£, earliest form, I. 3. 
gaudeo, 86. a. 
gauded, with ablative, 349. 2. 
gemma, 106, 2. 
Genetivus, 297. 
Genitive, original force, 320. 
—— with adjectives, 323. 
— with nouns, 321. 
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Genitive, of quality, 322. hostzs, 97. 3. B. 

with verbs, 324 ff. huic, 191. 4. 
genus, 70. hujus, 191. 3 
gero, 98. I. humi, 256. 1. 
Gerund, 252. I. hunc, 191. 5. 
&£&, for ng, 20. 1. Hypotaxis, 367. 
& (Indo-Eur.), 97. 3. I 
&igno, 203. II. : 
glisco, 203. VI. 2, pronunciation, 6. 
g/ortor, with the ablative, 349. 2. 3, 2, 75. 
fluttire, 88. 1. 2 from at, 80. 2. 
fluttus, 88.1. 2 from ¢2, 82, 
gm, quantity of vowel before, 39. ? from 02,81. 2. 
-gm- for -cm-, 94. 3. 2 from #, 78. 
&”, pronunciation, 20. 4. 3 from d, 71.2; 5. 
&”, quantity of vowel before, 38. é from 2, 73. 
-gn-for -cn-, 94. 3. z for 7, 103. 2. 
Gnaivod, tog. 1. 2 cOmsonans, 15. I. a 
LNaArUS, 1O2 2, t longa, 36. 3. 
Eratus, 102, 2; 104. 1. z-Stems, 171. 
ENO0sCO, 203. VI. i-Stems, 148 ff. 
gnotus, 104. 1. td, 192. 2. ¢. 
Gracchus, 31. 3. : tdem, 192. 8. 
&radior, 97. 3. B. td genus, 310. I. 
Grammatical theory of the cases, 301. | tdoneus, followed by gui-clause, 368. 5. 
grus, 171. 2, tidus, 68. 
Guttural, distinguished from Palatal, 30. | -déns, -iés, 186. 5. 
Gutturals, 94 f. ignosco, 106. I. 


t7 for 7, 15. 3 





H. zlicet, 204. 
, pronunciation, 23. 21ic0, 259. 
hac, 191. 6, tllacrymant, 6. 2. 
haec (Fem.), 191. 2. 3 tlle, 195; 197. 
haec (Neut.), gt. 7, tlltc, 256. 1. 
hallucinari, 88. 1. -tllus, 51. 2. 
hanc, 191, 5 tllustris, 106. 1. 
hareéna, 23, Imperative, formation, 223 f. 
Hartung’s theory of the cases, 299. Imperfect, Indicative, 200. 6; 204. 
haruspex, 23. Subjunctive, 222, 3. 
helluo, 88, x, tmplémus, 203. VII. d. 


heri, 256, 1, 

hic, 191. 

hic (Adverb), 256. 1. 
Hidden Quantity, 36 f. 
hiems, 97. 3. A. 

hisco, 203. VI. 

hoc, 191. 2, ron 

hoc (Ablative), 191. 6, 


impleo, with genitive, 330. 
impluo, 103. 4. 
in, 27 5: 
zn, in composition, 58. d. 
incertus, 100. 3. 
Inchoatives, 49. 
Indefinite Pronoun, 198. 
indigeo, with genitive, 330. 
pe Oe: indigenus, 275, 
bane ne as 3. A. indignus, followed by gué-clause, 368. s. 


Indirect Questions, 392. 
Hortatory Subjunctive, 308, ¢, indoles, a " 
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indu-, 275. 

indugredt, 275. 

induo, 103. 4. 

Infinitive, formation, 243 ff. 
—— in -re, 243. 

—— in -2s5e, 244. 

— in -r7, -2, 246. 

— in -ter, 246. 

Inflections, 111 ff. 

tnfra, 255- 3- 

inquiro, 80. 2. 

Instrumental case, 331; 332; 335- 
uses of the Ablative, 335 ff. 
intellego, 87. I. 

intelligo, 87. 1. 

inter, 277. 

interest, with the ablative, 349. 3. 
—— with the genitive, 329. 
interietst2, 50. 3. 

Interrogative Pronoun, 198. 
intimus, 182. 2. 

intramus, 203. VII. 6. 

tntus, 278. 

#pse, 196; 197. 

25, 192. 

-2ssimus, 43; 182. 3 

tste, 194; 197. 

-tster, 51. 4. 

istic, 256. I. 





J, 103. 

J, pronunciation, 15. 

J, defence of the character, 2, 
jacid, 203. VII. 

—— in compounds, 60. 
go-ciass of verbs, 203. VII. 
jucundus, 103. 3- 

jungo, 203. IV. 

Junior, 103. 3. 

Fupiter, 104. 1; 180. 4. 
Fuppiter, 88. I. 

Jussive Subjunctive, 358. 2; 362. 
Jussus, 106, 2. 


Justt, 47. 2. 

Jiixta, 255. 3; 279- 
K. 

k, 25- 4. : 
L. 


Z, pronunciation, 17. 
Z, earliest form, I. I. 
L= 50, I. 4. 


| {for 7, 99. 
Z, 100. 
la for 7, 100. 1. 
lac, 104. 1; 109. 3. 
lacruma, 6.2; 95. 2 
laetor with the ablative, 349. 2. 


‘| lana, 100. I. 


lapillus, 106. 2. 

lapsus, 108. I. 

larua, 16, I. é. 

larva, 98. 1. 

latrina, 103. 3. 

latus, 100. 1; 104. 1. 5. 
lavacrum, 95. I. 

legiminit (Imperative), 227. 
Lengthening of vowels, 89. 
lévir, 95. 2. 

libertabus, 122. 

Libertas, 100. 3. 

licet, with the subjunctive, 386. 
lingua, 95. 2. 

lind, 203. V. 

Liquids, 17 f.; 99 f. 

—— as sonants, I0o, 

lis, 104. 1. 8. 

littera, 88.1. 

Localistic theory of the cases, 299. 
Locative uses of the Ablative, 348 f. 
Locative of the goal, 351. 

locus, 104. 1. 3. 

Logical theory of the cases, 300. 
Long diphthongs, 86. 

lubet, 78. 

lubido, 6. 2. 

lucrum, 99. 


M. 


m, pronunciation, 19; 20. 3. 
m, 102. 

M = 1000, I. 4. 

maestus, LI. 

magistrés, 131. 

male, 257. 2. 

malim, 218. 

malo, 202. 6. 

mancipitum, 71. 4. 

mare, 93. 

Masculine a-stems, I12. 2, 
Matuta, 86. d. 

maxumus, 6. 2. 

mé, 187. 4. 

med, 187. 4. 
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medius. 97.2.5; 103. 2. a-class of verbs, 203. IV. 
met, 187. 2. na for #, 102. 2. 
mel, 109. 3. Nasals, 19 f.; ror f. 
membrum, 108. 3. —— as sonants, 102. 
memini, with genitive, 325. Nasal Stems, 147. 2. 
memordt, 206, I. natus, 104. 1. 
Menerua, 98. 1. navis, 180. 2. 
mercennarius, 106. 2. nd, quantity of vowel before, 40. 
meridié, 256. 1. né, ‘verily,’ 11. 
Messalla, 88. 1. necesse est, with the subjunctive, 386. 
Metathesis, 107. necto, 203. III. 
meus, 190. I. neglego, 87. 1. 
mz (Dative), 187. 3. negolium, 25. 3. 
mi (Vocative), Igo. I. nexus, 108. I. 
Michelsen’s theory of the cases, 300, af, pronunciation, 20. 2. 
Middle voice, 200. 4. nf, quantity of vowel before, 37. 
mtht, 88.3; 187. 3. -nguont, -NZUONtUT, 57. 4. 
militiae, 256. 1. nihtl, go. 
mille, 183. 16. ningutt, 97. 3. B. 
millesimus, 184. 10. "25%, GO. 
miluos, 16, 1. é ntV1S, 97. 3. B. 
mina, gl. no-class of verbs, 203. V. 
Minoris, 344. nobis, 187.7. 
minus, 181. nocté, 256. I. 
mtsce0, 105. I. nolim, 218. 
miser, 98. 3. ndl0, 103. 3; 202. 6, 
miseret, with genitive, 328. Nominativus, 297. 
mist, 98. 2. nominus, 138. 
modo, 88.3; 257. 1. nonus, 184. 7. 
modo, introducing a proviso, 397. nos, 187. 5. 
moenia, 81. I. nostr2, 187. 6. 
mollis, 106. 3. nostrum, 187. 6., 
momordt, go; 206. I. nOtus, 104. I. 
moneam, 221. Nouns, declension, 111 ff. 
moneo, 203. VII. ¢. noveni, 185. 2. 
MONETEM, 222. 3. novem, 183.9. P 
mons, montis, 41. NOVOS, 73. 3- 
morbus, 97.1. 5. ns, pronunciation, 20. 2. 
muccus, 88. 1. ns, quantity of vowel before, 37. 
muliebre secus, 310. 2. at, quantity of vowel before, 4o. 
muliebris, 108. 3. nulla causa quin, etc., 387. 
mulsz, 105. I. Numasiot, 86. 6. 
Multiplicatives, 186. Numerals, 183 f. 
multum, 254. I. 
Mutes, 24 ff.; 94 ff. O. 
muttire, 88. 1. 0, pronunciation, 7. 
5, changes, 76. 

N. 5 from 2, 73. 3. 
#, pronunciation, 20. d-Series, 69. 
wm for m, IOI. 1. & lost, 93. 2. 
7, 102. d-stems, 124. f. 


n adulterinum, 20. 1. 0,77 
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6 from ax, 84. I. 

0-Series, 67. 

06,93; 96.1; 280. 

od in composition, 58. é. 
obliviscor, with genitive, 325. 
occultus, 100, I. 

octavus, 184. 6. 

octingentt, 183. 15. 

octo, 183. 8. 

oé, pronunciation, If. 
Oficina, 92; 106. 2. 

02, 86. 

ot, changes, 8r1. 

Oinos, II. 

otttlis, 11. 

of from J, Ior. 

olle, 195. 

operio, 96. 1; 280. 

oportet, with the subjunctive, 386, 
Optative, 217. 

—— original force, 355. 
—— Subjunctive, 359; 365. 
optimus, 182, 2. 

opti0, M., 112. 2, 

optumus, 6. 2. 

opus, 138. 

opus est, with ablative, 341. 2. 
-or, 88. 2. 

orbus, 97. 1. 5. 

Ordinals, 184. 
Orthography, 56 f. 

0S, 109. 3. 

ostend0, 105. 1. 

ou, 85. 

ou, for ex, 85. 

ou, 86. 


P. 
P, 96. I. 


fp, pronunciation, 26. 

P for 3, 96. 1. 

paenitet, with genitive, 328. 
Palatal distinguished from Guttural, 30. 
Palatal Mutes, 94 f. 
pando, 107. 

panxt, 208. 

Parasitic Vowels, 91. 
Parataxis, 367. 

parjetis, 16. 1. ¢. 
parricida, 88. i. 

pars?, 208. 

partem, 310. 4. 


Partial Assimilation, 106, 4. 
particeps, 71. 1. 
Participles, formation, 248 f. 
pastus, 105. 1. 

pecto, 203. IIT. 

pedestris, 108, 1. 

pellis, 106. 3. 

pendere anim, animis, 349. 2. 
pepugi, 206. I. 

per, 281. 

per in composition, 58. 7 
Perfect Indicative, 200. 3; 206 ff. 
——,, inflection, 212. 

—— in -s2, 208. 

—— in -x2, 2I0, 

in -v2, 209. 

Personal Endings, 207; 229 ff. 
Pronouns, 187 ff, 
pesstmus, 182. 1. 

PA, 31.2; 5. 

piaclum, 95. 1. 

pignosa, 98. I. 

pilleus, 88. 1. 

pilum, 105. 2. 

pilumnoe, 131. 

plecto, 203. III. 
plerumque, 254. 1. 

plico, 87. 2. 

plodo, 84. 1. 

plui, 210. 

Pluperfect Indicative, ars. 
Subjunctive, 222, 4. 
plurimum, 254. 1. 
plurimus, 182, I. 

plurts, 344. 

pluvi, 210. 

polio, 261. 4. 

polliceor, 284. 

pono, 261. 4. 

pons, pontts, 41. 

pontufex, 6. 2. 

poploe, 131. 

populus, 91. 

por-, 284. 

porrigo, 284. 

porta, 100, 2. 

portendo, 284. 

portorium, 110. 

poscere, 105. I. 

posco, 203. VI. 

Possessive Pronouns, Igo. 
possim, 218, 
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post, 282. 

posterus, 181. 

postremus, 182, I. 
postridié, 173; 256. 1. 
postumus, 182, 2. 

Potential Subjunctive, 366; 404. 2. 
potin, 108. 4. 

potior with ablative, 341. 1. 
with genitive, 330. 
prae, 283. 

praedad, tog. I. 
praestigiae, 99. 

praeter, 283. 

prehendod, 97. 3. B. 
Prepositions, 260 f. 

in composition, 58. 
Present Optative, 218. 
stem, 201 f. 

pridié, 173. 

primus, 182.1; 184. 1. 
priusquam, 380. 

pro-, 284, 

pro-, 284. 

prodesse, 109. I. 
Progressive Assimilation, 106.13; 3. 
Prohibitive Subjunctive, 358. d. 
Pronominal Adjectives, 199. 
Pronouns, 187 ff. 
Pronunciation, 3 ff. 

prope, 285. 

propler, 285. 

prorsus, 258. 

protinus, 73. 2. a. 
Provisos, 358. £; 397. 
proximus, 182. I. 

pudet, with genitive, 328. 
pulcer, 31. 3. 

pulcher, 25. 1. g. 

pulsus, IOI. 1; 108. 1. 
-punxt, 208. 

puppa, 88. I. 

pupugi, 90, 206. I. 
purpura, gO. 











Q. 
9, 25.4; 94- 
gua, 198.6; 255. 3. 
guadra, 183. 13. 
quadraginta, 183. 13. 
guadringentt, 183. 15. 
quae, 198. 2. 
quantt, 344. 


guartus, 184. 4. 

quater, 186. 4. 

quattuor, 183. 4. 

quem, 198. 5. 

guerela, 89. 

qguernus, 105. I. 

gut, 198, 2. 

quid, 198. 2. 

guingue, 73. 2.5; 96.1; 183.5. 
guintus, 105.1; 184. 4. 

guis, 198. 2. 

guts, 198. 7. 

quo, 198. 6. 

guoad with Subjunctive, 380. 
guod, 198. 

quoniam, lol. 1. 

-guos, -quont, etc., orthography, 57. 1. @. 
guot, 93- 


quum, 57. 3- 

R. 
r, pronunciation, 18. 
7, 100. 


x from 4,99. 

r from 5s, 98. I. 

-r for -s in nominative, 98. 4. 
r-Stems, 147. 3. 

ra from x, 100, 2. 

radix, 104. 1. ¢. 

re-, 286. 

reccidi, 206. I. 

Re-composition, 87. 1. 

recta, 255. 3. 

red-, 286. 

Reduplicating class of verbs, 203. II. 
Reduplication, 206, 

réfert, 349. 3. 

réfert, with genitive, 329. 

Reflexive Pronouns, 189. 

regam, 221. 

regerem, 222. 3. 

Regressive Assimilation, 106. 1; 2. 
Relative Clauses, 398 ff.; 403 ff. 
Relative Pronouns, 198. 

relincunt, 57. 2. 

religuum est with the Subjunctive, 386. 
reminiscor with genitive, 325. 
rémus, 89. 

repente, 257. 3. 

reppert, 206. I. 

res, 180. I. 

Restrictive Clauses, 401. 3. 
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Result Clauses, 374; 375; 376. Sequitur, ‘it remains,’ with subjunctive, 
rettult, 206, I. 386. 
Rhotacism, 98. sero, 203. II. 
Romance languages, 36. 5. Sescenti, 105. I. 
Root class of verbs, 203. I. Sex, 183. 6. 
rubémus, 203. VII. 4. sexcenti, 87. 3. 
rubro-, 97. 2. ¢. Sextus, 184. 4. 
Rumpel'’s theory of the cases, jor. Shortening of Vowels, 88. 
rumpo, 203. 1V. $2, origin as a conjunction, 394. 
rUrSUS, 259. $162, 88. 3; 189. 2. 
rutundus, 90. stccus, 106, 2. 

sidd, 64; 89; 203. II. 

Ss. Stem, 218. 

$5, 98. siemus, 218. 
§, pronunciation, 22. stlua, 16, I. é. 
5 between vowels, 98. 2. stm, 218, - 
s-Stems, 147. I. similis, construction, 323. 
-s from 5s, 109. 3. 3. simplex, 73. 2. 5. 
-s from ¢5s, 109. 3. 3. singult, 185. 1. 
sacerdos, 65. StS, 190. 3. ~ 
saeclum, 95. I. sistd, 203. II. 
saeculum, Ql. 50-, 288. 
Salignus, 94. 3. sobolés, 90. 
salvus, 100. 1. sobrinus, 108. 3. 
Samnium, 106, 4. C. Sobrius, 288. 
Satin, 108. 4. SOcors, 288. 
scala, 89. solium, 64; 95.2. 
Scicidt, 206, 1. somnus, 106. 4. ¢ 
Scidi, 206, 1. . -S0r, 88. 2. 
Scilicet, 204. Sounds, 62 f. 
-sco-class of verbs, 203. VI. SOVOS, 190. 3. 
5é, 189. 3. Sparsz, 105. I. 
Sé-, 288. Spepondi, 206. I. 
Sécerno, 100. 3. Spereés, 171. 1. 
secundum, 287. Spernod, 203. V. 
Secundus, 184. 2. Spirants, 21 f.; 98 f. 
Secuntur, 57. 2 Sponte, 257. 3- 
séd-, 189. 3. : Spopondt, 206. 1. 
sediti0, 109. I. 55 from dé, 108. I. 
sedulo, 76. 1. 5s from #2, 108. 1. 
segmentum, 94. 3. Stabulum, 91; 97. 2.6. 
sella, 106. 2. stare with ablative, 349. 2. 
semel, 186, 1. stella, 106, 2. 
‘Semivowels, 103. stellio, 88.1. 
sémodius, 110. sternd, 203. V. 
sempiternus, 99. sternuo, 104. I. 
Sént, 185. 2, stetz, 206. 1. 
Septem, 102.1; 183.7. stlatus, 104. 1. 0. 
Septeni, 185. 2. Stlis, 104, 1. 5. 
Septimus, 184. 5. stlocus, 104. 1. 5 
sepulcrum, 31. 3. stratus, 100. I. 


seguere (Imperative), 227. Sstrenna, 88. I. 
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Strong grades of roots, 64. 

stuppa, 88. I. 

stupendium, 6. 2. 

sub, 93. 2; 96.1; 289. 

sub in composition, 58. 2. 

Subjunctive, 200. 5. 

— uses, 358 ff. 

— of Contingent Futurity, 360; 366; 
406. 

—— in Dependent Clauses, 367. 

formation, 220 ff. 

— original force, 354. 

—— in principal clauses, 358 ff. 

— of purpose, 368. 

—— syntax, 353 ff. 

Substantive Clauses, 381 ff. 

—— after verbs of hindering, 383. 

— after verbs of deciding, etc., 384. 

— after verbs of striving, etc., 385. 

—— after verbs of wishing, 388. 

—— after verbs of fearing, 389. 

— of Result, 390. 

— with guin, 391. 

—— from Volitive, 381 f. . 

—— introduced by gudminus, 383. 

subtler, 289. 

subtilis, 90. 

succus, 88. 1. 

suéscd, 105.1; 203. VI. 

Suffixes, 

— of a-stems, rII. 

—— of i-stems, 148. 

— of o-stems, 124. 

— of #-stems, 160. 

—— -105-, -te5-, 181. 

—— -idn-, -in-, 147. 2. 6. 

—— -m0n-, -men-, -mN-, 147. 2. Ce 

—— -men-, -mn-, 147. 2. a. 

—— -mo-, -ma-, 182, I. 

—— -0N-, -en-, -N-, 147. 2. a. 

—— -05-, -é5-, 147. I. 

-ter-, -tr-, 147. 3. a 

— -tero-, -tera-, 181. 

— -tor-, -tor-, -tr-, 147. 3. 6. 

Suz, 189. I. 

SUM, 202. 3. 

sumus, 106. 2; 182. 2. 

Sumpsi, 108. 2. 

super, 290. 

Superlative degree, 182. 

Supine, 252. 2. 

SUPraA, 255. 3 








suprad, 255. 3- 

SUrVEXE, AF. 2. 

$US, ITI. 2. 

SUSCIPIO, 105. I. 

SUSPICLO, 25. 3; GO. 

SUUS, 103. 4; 190. 3 
Syllables dissimilated, 110. 
— division of, 35. 


Syncope, 92. . 
Syncretism, in ablative, 331; 332. 
Syntax, 295 ff. 

T. 
t, 95. 


¢-, pronunciation, 24. 
t-class of verbs, 203. III. 
tantt, 344. 

te, 188. 4. 

téd, 188. 4. 

tegd, 104. 1. 

temnd, 203. V. 

temo, 89. 

templum, 108, 2. 
tendo, 107. 

tenebrae, 108. 3. 
tenére castris, 349. I. 
tentus, 102. 1. 

lenus, 291. 

tenuia, 16. 1. a 

-ter, 88. 2. 

ter, 186. 3. 

tertius, 184. 3. 

th, 31. 2; 4. 


Thematic Conjugation, 201; 20> 


tibi, 88. 3; 188. 3. 
tilia, 104. I. 

tingud, 73. 2. 5. 
-tlo-, 95. I. 

tolld, 100. 1; 203. V. 
-tor, 88. 2. 

torred, 203. VII. ¢. 
torrere, 106. 3. 
tortus, 105. I. 

torus, 104. 1. 

tot, 93- 

totondt, 90. 

tovos, 190. 2. 

trans, 292. 

trans, in composition, 58. 4. 
transduco, 87. 3. 
traxe, 47.2. 

trecentt, 183. 15. 
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tredecim, 183. 11. 
tres, 183. 3. 
tribubus, 168. 
triginta, 183. 13. 
trini, 185. 2. 

trid, 104. 1. 6. 
triumpus, 31. 3. 

¢#é, 188. 1.° 
tugurium, gO. 

tuz, 188. 2, 

-lumus, -timus, 182. 2. 
Tuscus, 105. 1. 
tuus, 103. 4; 190. 2. 


U. 


#, pronunciation, 8. 

2, 78. 

a from av, 103. 4. 

#% from ov, 103. 4. 

# from 4, 71.3; 4. 

# from 0, 76.1; 2. 

4, 79. 

# from au, 84. 2. 

# from eu, 85. 

# from 02, 81. 1. 

“% from oz, 85. 

u“ cOnsonans, 16, I. a. 

u-stems, 171. 

#-stems, 160. 

uber, 97. 2. C. 

ut, 14; 83. 

ul from J, 100, I. 

wllus, 106. 2. 

uls, 293. 

ultimus, 182. 2. 
ultra, 255. 3; 293. 

' ultus, 105. 1. 

-um in genitive plural of @- and o-stems 
42. 

umbilicus, 76. 2. 

umerUus, 23. 

umor, 23. 

UNA, 255. 3 

-UNCLO, SI. 5. 

-unculus, 51. 5. 

uncus, 76, 2. 

unda, 107. 

Unthematic Conjugation, 201; 202. 

unus, 183. I. 

-40s, -uom, -uont, etC., 57. I. e 

urna, 105. I. 

UINUS, 51. 3 


-is in genitive singular, 138. 
-usculus, 51. 5. 

-ustus, SI. 4. 

utor with ablative, 341. 1. 


V. 


v, pronunciation, 16. 

v, changes, 103. 3; 4. 

valdé, 92. 

veho, 97. 3. A. 

Velar gutturals, 94. ¥. 

velim, 218. 

velle, 106. 3; 243. 

vellem, 222. 3. 

veneficus, 110. 

vento, IOI. 1; 103. 2; 203. VII.a. 

venire, 94. 2. 5. 

ventum, 100, 4. 

Verbs of judicial action, 327. 

VETSUM, -US, 294. 

vescor, with ablative, 341. 1. 

vespert, 256. I. 

vestrt, vestrum, 188. 6, 

vhevhaked, 206, 1. 

vias, 113. 

vicem, 310. 3. 

vicent, 185. 2. 

vicesimus, 184. 8. 

videlicet, 204. 

viderimus, 219. 

vidt, 212. 

vidimus, 108. 4. 

viduus, 97. 2. 0. 

vigintt, 73.2.6; 183. 12. 

vincere pugna, 349. I. 

vinclum, 95. I. 

virile secus, 310. 2. 

vis, ‘ thou wilt,’ 202. 6, 

vitulus, 91. 

ViVUS, 94. 2. b. 

vobis, 188. 7. 

Vocativus, 297. 

vol-, orthography of words beginning 
with, 57. 1. a. 

Volitive, 354; 358; 404. I. 

volo, 202. 6. 

voluntarius, 110. 

vorare, 94. 2. 3. 

vos, 188. 5. 

-vos, -vom, -vont, 57. 1. 5. 

vostrt, vostrum, 188. 7. 

Vowel gradation, 62 f. 


232 Index to Appendix. 


The references are to sections and paragraphs. 


Vowels assimilated, go. Y. 
Vowels shortened, 88. 
y, pronunciation, 9. 


WwW. y, origin of the letter, 1. 5. 
Weak grade of roots, 64 f. 

X. Z. 
x, pronunciation, 32. s, pronunciation, 33. 


x, origin of the letter, 1. 2. s, origin of the letter, 1. 5. 
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A Latin Grammar. 


By Professor CHARLES E. BENNETT, Cornell University. 1amo, cloth, 
282 pages. Price, 80 cents. 


N this book the essential facts of Latin Grammar are pie- 
sented within the smallest compass consistent with high 
scholarly standards. It covers not only the work of the pre- 
paratory school, but also that of the required courses in college 
and university. By omitting rare forms and syntactical usages 
found only in ante-classical and post-classical Latin, and by 
relegating to an Appendix theoretical and historical questions, 
it has been found possible to treat the subject with entire ade- 
quacy in the compass of 250 pages exclusive of Indexes. In 
the German schools, books of this scope fully meet the exacting 
demands of the entire gymnasial course, and those who have 
tried Bennett’s Grammar find that they are materially helped by 
being relieved of the mass of useless and irrelevant matter which 
forms the bulk of the older grammars. All Latin texts for read- 
ing in secondary schools, recently issued, contain references in 
the notes to Bennett’s Latin Grammar. 


Professor William A. Houghton, Bowdoin College, Brunswick, Maine: 
The Grammar proper is admirably adapted to its purpose in its clearness 

' of arrangement and classification, and in its simplicity and precision of 
statement, giving definitely just what the pupil must know, and not crowd- 
ing the page with a mass of matter that too often disheartens the young 
student instead of helping him. I trust it will come into general use, for 
I think for the reasons just given, and because of its moderate compass 
and attractive appearance, students are likely to get more practical gram- 
matical knowledge out of it than they generally do from the larger 
grammars. 

John F. Peck, Oberlin Academy, Oberlin, Ohio: Bennett's Latin Grammar 
was adopted as a text-book in Oberlin Academy in 1897. It is proving 
itself a very satisfactory text-book and increasingly popular. The teachers 
of Latin in Oberlin Academy are thoroughly satisfied with the book and 
lind it exceedingly helpful in their work. 

The Critic, Fed. 29, 1896. The book is a marvel of condensed, yet clear 
and forcible, statement. The ground covered in the treatment of forms 
and syntax is adequate for ordinary school work and for the use of fresh. 
men and sophomores in college. 
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Appendix to Bennett’s Latin Grammar. 


By Professor CHARLES E. BENNETT, Cornell University. For uni- 
versity work. 12mo, cloth, 246 pages. Price, 80 cents. 


HE purpose of this book is to give such information regard- 
ing the history and development of the Latin language as 
experience has shown to be of service to advanced students. 
The subjects treated are the Latin Alphabet, Pronunciation, 
Hidden Quantity, Accent, Orthography, The Latin Sounds, 
Inflections, Adverbs and Prepositions, and Syntax. Of these 
subjects, those of Hidden Quantity, Inflections, and Syntax re- 
ceive special attention; and the results of recent investigation 
are set forth fully and clearly, but in compact form. 


Professor Edouard Wolfflin, in the Archiv fiir Lateinische Lexikographie 
und Grammatik, February, 1896. Auf geringem Raume ist viel wis- 
senswiirdiges zusammengedrangt, und zwar mit praktischem Geschicke; 
zwei langere Listen geben die lateinischen Worter von bestrittener Quan- 
titat und Orthographie, wobei die Ansatze von Marx oft berichtigt sind. 
- « « Die deutsche Wissenschaft wird sich nur freuen dass das amerikan- 
ische Schulwesen ein so brauchbares Hilfsmittel gewonnen hat. 


Professor Hermann Osthoff, University of Heidelberg: Steht auf der 
Hohe des heutigen Wissens. 


Professor Harry Thurston Peck, Columbia College, N.Y.: It is no exag- 
geration to say that so compact, helpful, and practical a collection of 
indispensable information cannot be found elsewhere in any language 
whatsoever. Even in Germany, the home of classical enchiridia, nothing 
has yet appeared that is so satisfactory. Professor Bennett seems to 
divine by instinct just what questions arise in the mind of the student, 
and he here answers them in advance in a delightfully lucid and simple 
fashion. . . . Everywhere the best authorities are cited; and it is certain 
that to many teachers, as well as students, the mere perusal of this little 
manual will open up many new vistas, and will put them in touch with the 

' mostscholarly doctrine of the day. In fact the book is one that no pro- 
gressive instructor can afford to be without, as it summarizes an immense 
amount of information that is of the utmost practical importance, 


Complete Edition. 


BENNETT’s Latin Grammar and Appendix in one volume. ramo, half 
leather, 282 -+ 246pages. Price, $1.25. 
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Latin Composition. 


By Professor CHARLES E, BENNETT, Cornell University. 16mo, 
cloth, 172 pages. Price, 80 cents. 
HIS book has been prepared with the conviction that the 
primary function of Latin Composition in secondary schools 
is to extend and strengthen the pupil’s knowledge of Latin gram- 
mar. Accordingly, the lessons are devoted mainly to exercises 
in applying the principles of the various case 2nd mood construc- 
tions recognized in our Latin Grammars. In order that the 
writing of continuous discourse may not be neglected, passages 
of simple English narrative, involving the principles covered in 
the previous exercises, are frequently introduced. 

Grammatical references are to Bennett, Allen & Greenough, 
and Harkness. 

The illustrative examples given at the beginning of each lesson 
have been drawn with great care from Latin literature— mainly 
from Cicero’s speeches. The English sentences set for transla- 
ion into Latin have also, in most cases, been suggested by pas- 
sages occurring in the works of classical authors. 

J. Edmund Barss, Hotchkiss School, Lakeville, Conn.: I have been using 

Bennett's Latin Composition with a class reading Virgil. I have found it - 

a thoroughly usable book, both with the author’s and with other standard 


grammars; and I am especially pleased with the successful union of 
interest with practical fitness in the sentences. 


Professor S. C. Mitchell, Richmond College, Va.: It is the most sensible 
and helpful book of its kind that has come into my hands. 


The Quantitative Reading of Latin Poetry. 


By Professor CHARLES E, BENNETT, Cornell University. iamo, 
paper, 49 pages. Price, 25 cents. 

ELIEVING that a more thorough study of the oral reading 

of Latin Poetry may prove a source of pleasure and profit, 

not only to the pupils but also to many teachers of the language, 

Professor Bennett has prepared this little monograph emphasizing 

the importance of the knowledge of quantities as well as of rhythm. 
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Latin Lessons. 


By Professor CHARLES E, BENNETT, of Cornell University. 16mo, 
cloth, 191 pages. Price, 70 cents, 


ROFESSOR BENNETT is a believer in the old-fashioned 
method of beginning Latin, that is, learning the forms first, 
learning them in order, and learning them once and forall. The 
Latin Lessons is a book that sends the beginner directly to the 
grammar for forms and rules, taking them up in their regular 
order. Complete sentences are found in the very first lesson, 
and easy stories are introduced as soon as the pupil has learned 
enough grammar, in the regular order, to read them. Teachers 
who believe in the method of “ resolute, systematic, and sustained 
attack on declensions and conjugations ” will find Professor Ben- 
nett’s new book admirably suited to help them in their work. 
A. L. K. Volkmann, Volkmann School, Boston, Mass.: 1 like Bennett's 


Latin Lessons very much. You are getting somewhere, and you know 
what you have got, and you get the whole thing, which is the main point. 


The Foundations of Latin. 


A book for beginners. By Professor CHARLES E, BENNETT, of Cor- 
nell University. 12mo, cloth, 231 pages. Price, go cents. 
HIS book presents the matter for the beginner in Latin in 
sixty chapters, the first thirty-five devoted almost entirely 
to inflections, the remaining twenty-five to syntax, both subjects 
being treated in the order in which they are usually found in the 
grammar. Such rules of syntax as are needed for reading and 
writing simple sentences are given in the earliest lessons, so that 
the pupil has constant drill on the forms while acquiring them ; 
but the systematic study of general syntax is postponed till the 
pupil shall have mastered the forms. The book serves equally 
well as an introduction to Caesar or Nepos. 
Dr. R. M. Jones, Penn Charter School, Philadelphia, Pa.: We have adopted 
Bennett's Foundations of Latin. It is the best book of its class. 


George D. Bartlett, Pratt Institute, Brooklyn, N.Y.: 1 have used a great 
many introductory Latin books, and have found none so satisfactory as 
Bennett's Foundations of Latin. 
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Cesar’s Gallic War. 


Revised Edition, with Indicated Quantities, Introduction, Notes, 
Vocabulary, Table of Idioms, Key to the English Pronunciation of 
Proper Names, Illustrations, and Maps. Edited by Professor FRANCIS 
W. KELSEY, University of Michigan. r2mo, half leather, 584 pages. 
Price, $1.25. 

[= this revised edition many changes and additions have been 
made, rendering the book, without question, the best- 

equipped text of Czsar’s Gallic War published for school use. 

The Introduction and Notes have been rewritten, the Vocab- 
ulary enlarged, a Key to the English Pronunciation of Proper 
Names added, several plans replaced, and the Table of Idioms, 
so valuable to beginners for drill on syntax is retained. The 
Notes have references to Bennett, Allen and Greenough, and 
Harkness (Complete Edition). | 

The Text has been reprinted from new plates which are cast 
from type larger than that used in the old book. The most 
important change in this new edition is the marking of the long 
vowels. This has been done in the belief that if pupils are 
taught to pronounce accurately in the first years of their Latin 
reading, and have enough practice in pronouncing, ac! will 
hardly experience difficulty afterward. 

Two editions of the Text only, one with and one without 
marked quantities, have been prepared, and either of these will 
be furnished free to schools using the book. 

William F. Bradbury, Principal of Latin School, Cambridge, Mass.: It is 

a work of art in every respect. 


Dr. Richard M. Jones, Head-Master William Penn Charter School, Phila- 
delphia, Pa.: 1 congratulate you, as the first in this country to embody the 
modern idea of a school edition of Czesar, upon your pluck in determin- 
ing to retain your place at the head of the Casar column, and upon the 
resources and enterprise which will enable you to stay there. I have, 
therefore, taken great pleasure in placing the book upon our order list for 
next autumn. 


James B. Smiley, West High School, Cleveland, O.: In its revised form, 
Kelsey’s Czesar seems to me to be the best edition which we have. The 


typography is excellent and the marking of long vowels is an added im- 
provement. 
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Selected Orations and Letters of Cicero. 


With Introduction, Notes, and Vocabulary by Professor FRANCIS W. 
KELSEY. 12mo, half leather, 522 pages. Illustrated. Price, $1.25. 
HE Orations given in this edition are the four against Cati- 
line, those for the Manilian Law, Archias, Marcellus, and 
the fourth oration against Antony. These are edited with a 
view to showing their value as examples of oratory, rather than 
as offering mere material for grammatical drill. The student’s 
attention is directed to the occasion and circumstances of their 
delivery, as well as to the motive and method of presenting the 
matter contained in them. Modes of legal procedure, the Con- 
stitution and form of government in Cicero’s time, and the whole 
environment of the orator, are brought into clear view, and made 
a reality to the student. 

The Letters are selected with reference to the light they shed 
on Cicero as a man rather than as a politician. They afford 
pleasant glimpses of his private life, and help to make real the 
pupil’s conception of the times in which he lived. As material 
for short exercises for sight translation or rapid reading they 
will be found of special value. 

A Table of Idioms and Phrases presents, in form convenient 
for use, constructions that deserve special attention. 

The general introduction is divided into four parts. The first 
gives an account of Cicero as an orator, as a writer, and as a man. 
The second gives a summary of the orations, with the dates of 
their delivery and accounts of their causes and occasions. The 
third part is an essay on private correspondence among the 
Romans. The fourth part is an extremely useful tabular outline 
of the Roman government then existing. The notes contain 
references to the grammars of Bennett, Allen and Greenough, and 
Harkness (Standard Edition). 

.§. F. Cutler, Mixed High School, New York City: 1 can hardly speak too 
highly of Kelsey's Cicero. It is superior to any other edition that I have seen. 


Professor J. E. Goodrich, University of Vermont: 1 do not see that any- 
thing has been omitted which such a text-book should supply. I shall be 
pleased to recommend it. 
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College Latin Series. 


ODES AND EPODES OF HORACE. 
Edited by Professor CHARLES E. BENNETT, of Cornell University. 
I2mo, cloth, 464 pages. Price, $1.40. 

SATIRES AND EPISTLES OF HORACE. 
Edited by Professor JOHN C. ROLFE, of the University of Michigan. 
12mo, cloth, 458 pages. Price, $1.40. 

COMPLETE WORKS OF HORACE. 


Edited by Professors BENNETT and ROLFE. 12mo, cloth, 922 pages. 
Price, $2.00. 


In these volumes each poem is preceded by a careful analysis 
giving in a line or two all necessary information regarding the 
subject, date,and metre. Each volume is prefaced by a scholarly 
discussion of the life and work of Horace, his metres, and lan- 
guage. The commentary is concise, accurate, and eminently 
judicious, in all cases telling the student all he needs to know, 
and never telling him more than he needs, or more than he will 
understand and appreciate. 


THE DIALOGUS OF TACITUS. 
With an Introduction and Notes by Professor ALFRED GUDEMAN, 
12mo, cloth, 201 pages. Price, $1.00. 

THE AGRICOLA OF TACITUS. 
With an Introduction and Notes by Professor ALFRED GUDEMAN. 
12mo, cloth, 198 pages. Price, $1.00. 

THE AGRICOLA AND GERMANIA OF TACITUS. 


With Maps, Introduction, and Notes, by Professor ALFRED GUDE- 
MAN. tI2mo, cloth, 366 pages. Price, $1.40. 


In the Dialogus is a scholarly discussion of the authorship of 
the treatise. The Introduction of the Agricola covers the “ Life 
and Writings of Tacitus,” “The Literary Character of the Agric- 
ola,” and “ The Style and Rhetoric of Tacitus.” This introduc- 
tion is reprinted in the Agricola and Germania, which contains 
also an introduction to the Germania, and two valuable maps, 
one of the British Isles, for the Agrzco/a, and the other of Europe, 
with both ancient and modern names, for the Germania. 
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College Latin Series. Continued. 


THE ANDRIA OF TERENCE. 


With Introduction and Notes by Professor HENRY R, FAIRCLOUGH, of 
Leland Stanford Junior University. 12mo, cloth, 266 pages, Price, $1.25. 


The introduction deals in a thorough yet concise fashion with 
the Development of Roman Comedy, the Plot of the Andria, the 
Characters of the Andria, Dramatic Entertainments, the Division 
of Plays into Acts and Scenes, Actors and their Costume, the 
Theatre, Prosody, Metres and Music, and the Language. The 
notes are carefully adapted to college and university work. 


THE CAPTIVI OF PLAUTUS. 


With Introduction and Notes by Professor H. C. ELMER, of Cornell 
University. 12mo, cloth, 231 pages. Price, $1.25. 


Professor Elmer’s introduction is a brief but comprehensive sur- 
vey of Plautus’ life, his writings, metres, and language, Roman 
dramatic performances, and the history of the text of the CaZizv#. 


SELECTED LETTERS OF PLINY. 


With an Introduction and Notes by Professor J. H. WESTCOTT, of 
Princeton University. 12mo, cloth, 326 pages. Price, $1.25. 


The Introduction contains a Life of Pliny, a discussion of Pliny’s 
Style, and a brief bibliography. The Chronology of the Letters, 
and a critical treatment of the text are given in the Appendices. 


HANDBOOK OF LATIN INSCRIPTIONS. 


By W. M. LINpsay, M.A., Fellow of Jesus College, Oxford. 16mo, 
cloth, 134 pages. Price, $1.25. 


The author states very clearly some of the principles of form 
changes in Latin, and gives acollection of inscriptions by way of 
illustration, from the earliest period down to Imperial and Late 
Latin. 


ROMAN CONSTITUTIONAL HISTORY. 


By Dr. JOHN E. GRANRUD, of the University of Minnesota, 1amo, 
cloth, 306 pages. Price, $1.25. 


The political institutions of Rome are treated historically SO as 
to furnish collateral reading for students of Latin, and provide an 
admirable introduction to further study of the subject. 
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College Latin Series. Continued. 


FORTHCOMING VOLUMES. 


Catullus. Edited by Professor CHARLES L. DuRHAM, of Cornell Uni- 
versity. 

Cicero. Selections from the Leffers. Edited by Professor S. B. 
PLATNER, of Adelbert College. 

Juvenal. Edited by S1pney G. Owen, Fellow of Christ Church Col- 
lege, Oxford. 

Ovid. Zhe Fasti. Edited by Professor JEsszk BENEDICT CARTER, of 
Princeton University. 

Plautus. A/ostellaria, Edited by Professor EDWIN C, Fay, of the 
University of Texas. (A? press.) 

Quintilian. Se/ections. Edited by Professor W. H. JOHNSON, of Deni- 
son University. 
Suetonius. Lives of Tiberius, Caligula, Claudius,and Nero. Edited 
by Professor JOSEPH B. PIKE, of the University of Minnesota. 
Tacitus. Selections from the Annals and Histories. Edited by 
Professor ALFRED GUDEMAN, of the University of Pennsylvania. 

Virgil. LZclogues and Georgics. Edited by Professor ARTHUR T. 
WALKER, of the University of Kansas. 

Handbook of Latin Etymology. By P. GiLes, Fellow of Emanuel 
College, Cambridge. 

Handbook of Latin Style. By Professor CLirForD H. Moorkg, of 
Harvard University. 

Handbook of Latin Synonyms. By Dr. C. L. MEADER, of the Uni- 
versity of Michigan. 

Selections from the Elegiac Poets. By Professor B. L. WIGGINs, 
Vice-Chancellor of the University of the South. 

A History of Roman Literature. By Professors JoHN C. ROLFE and 
JoserH H. DRAKE, of the University of Michigan. 

Topography and Archzological Remains of the City of Rome. 
By Professor S. B. PLATNER, of Adelbert College. 
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